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Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  6— EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

The  President’s  Committee  on  Juvenile 
Delinquency  and  Youth  Crime 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  §  6.176,  paragraph  (a),  is 
added  to  Fart  6  as  set  out  below. 

§  6.176  The  President’s  Committee  on 
Juvenile  Delincpiency  and  Youth 
Crime. 

(a)  Until  July  30, 1964,  all  positions  on 
the  Staff. 

(R.S.  1763,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  n.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[Fit.  Doc.  62-7706;  FUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:54  am.] 


Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter  fV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B— LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[1962  C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bxilletin  1, 
Sup.  1,  Barley] 

PART  421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1 962-Crop  Barley  Loan  and 
Purchase  Agreement  Program 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  62-6749  appearing  at  page 
6459  of  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  July  10, 
1962,  the  following  change  is  made: 

1.  In  §  421.1252(a)  (4)  the  listing  of 
terminal  markets  starting  with  the  ter¬ 
minal  of  Kalama  should  read:  “Kalama, 
Longview,  Seattle,  Tacoma  and  Vancou¬ 
ver,  Washington  Superior,  Wisconsin” 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  105,  401,  63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  714,  7  U.S.C.  1441,  1421) 

Effective  date:  Upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
31,  1962. 

E.  A.  Jaenke, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[PJl.  Doc.  62-7716;  Piled.  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:56  a.m.] 


Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

[Beg.  Docket  No.  719;  Arndt.  40-37] 

PART  40— SCHEDULED  INTERSTATE 
AIR  CARRIER  CERTIFICATION  AND 
OPERATION  RULES 

Extension  of  Period  Allowed  for  Com¬ 
pliance  With  the  Recurrent  Training 
Requirements  of  Air  Carrier  Training 
Programs 

Paragraph  (b)  of  §  40.289,  Recurrent 
training,  requires  that  each  air  carrier 
shall,  at  intervals  established  as  part  of 
the  training  program,  but  not  to  exceed 
12  months,  check  the  competence  of  each 
crewmember  and  dispatcher  with  respect 
to  procedures,  techniques,  and  informa¬ 
tion  essential  to  the  satisfactory  per¬ 
formance  of  his  duties. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  re¬ 
ceived  recommendations  that  the  time 
interval  between  competence  checks  of 
crewmembers  and  dispatchers  be  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  same  manner  as  in  §  40.302, 
which  permits  pilot  line  and  proficiency 
checks  to  be  given  in  the  month  before 
or  following  the  month  in  which  they  are 
due.  Such  flexibility  will  simplify  rec¬ 
ordkeeping  and  administration  of  the 
crewmember  and  dispatcher  competence 
check  requirements  of  §  40.289(b)  in  the 
same  way  that  the  pilot  line  and  profi¬ 
ciency  check  requirements  have  been 
simplified. 

The  FAA  has  considered  the  foregoing 
recommendations  and  believes  that  the 
requirements  with  respect  to  the  fre¬ 
quency  of  crewmember  and  dispatcher 
competence  checks  should  be  amended 
to  provide  the  flexibility  recommended. 

Civil  Air  Regulations  Draft  Release 
No.  61-7,  dated  April  14,  1961,  subject 
“Qualification  and  Training  Require¬ 
ments  for  Pilots  Other  Than  Pilots  in 
Command,”  proposed,  among  other  mat¬ 
ters,  to  amend  Parts  40,  41,  and  42  to 
permit  the  competence  (^ecks  of  crew¬ 
members  and  dispatchers  to  be  given  at 
any  time  during  the  month  preceding  or 
following  the  month  in  which  they  be¬ 
come  due. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
with  respect  to  this  particular  portion 
of  Draft  Release  61-7.  Accordingly, 
since  it  will  permit  more  efficient  admin¬ 
istration  of  air  carrier  training  programs 
and  will  not  adversely  affect  safety  of 
the  carriers’  operations,  it  is  being 
adopted  at  this  time  separately  from  the 
other  proposals  which  were  included  in 
the  draft  release.  The  phrase  “not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  12  months”  contained  in  the  present 
regulations  and  in  Draft  Release  No.  61-7 
has  been  changed  to  “each  12  months” 
to  make  the  wording  consistent  with  that 
of  revised  Pai*t  41  (27  F.R.  1977),  which 
was  circulated  as  Draft  Release  No.  60-19 
(26  F.R.  12299)  prior  to  its  adoption. 


The  remaining  proposals  and  the  com¬ 
ments  received  thereon  are  being  evalu¬ 
ated  by  the  Agency  in  conjuncticai  with 
comments  received  in  response  to  Ihraft 
Release  61-17,  “Use  of  Aircraft  Simula¬ 
tors  for  Pilot  Training  and  Proficiency 
Checks,”  and  Draft  Release  62-9,  “Ap¬ 
proval  of  Air  Carrier  Training  Pro¬ 
grams.” 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  this  regulation  (26  F.R.  3438) ,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented.  Since  this 
regulatory  action  imposes  no  additional 
burden  on  any  person,  it  may  be  made 
effective  on  less  than  30  days’  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 

§  40.289(b)  of  Part  40  of  the  Civil  Air 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  40,  as  amend¬ 
ed)  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows, 
effective  August  3,  1962: 

§  40.289  Recurrent  training. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(b)  Each  air  carrier  shall,  as  a  part 
of  the  training  program,  check  the  com¬ 
petence  of  each  crewmember  and  dis¬ 
patcher  each  12  months  with  respect  to 
procedures,  techniques,  and  information 
essential  to  the  satisfactory  performance 
of  his  duties.  The  competence  check 
may  be  given  at  any  time  during  the 
month  preceding  or  following  the  month 
in  which  it  becomes  due.  The  effective 
date  of  the  check,  if  given  within  the 
preceding  or  following  month,  shall  be 
the  same  as  if  given  within  the  month 
in  which  it  became  due.  Where  the 
check  of  the  pilot  in  command  or  second 
in  command  requires  actual  fiight,  such 
check  shall  be  considered  to  have  been 
met  by  the  checks  accomplished  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §S  40.302  and  40.305,  re¬ 
spectively. 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  604;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  778; 
49  UB.C.  1354,  1421,  1424) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
30. 1962. 

N.  E.  Halabt, 
Administrator. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-7670;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:^  ajn.] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  719;  Arndt.  41-45] 

PART  41— CERTIFICATION  AND  OP¬ 
ERATION  RULES  FOR  CERTIFICATED 
ROUTE  AIR  CARRIERS  ENGAGING 
IN  OVERSEAS  AND  FOREIGN  AIR 
TRANSPORTATION  AND  AIR 
TRANSPORTATION  WITHIN  HA¬ 
WAII  AND  ALASKA 

Extension  of  Period  Allowed  for  Com¬ 
pliance  With  the  Recurrent  Training 
Requirements  of  Air  Carrier  Train¬ 
ing  Programs 

Paragraph  (b)  of  §  41.53g,  Recurrent 
training,  requires  that  each  air  carrier 
shall,  at  intervals  established  as  part  of 
the  training  program,  but  not  to  exceed 
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12  months,  check  the  competence  of 
each  crewmember  and  dispatcher  with 
respect  to  procedures,  techniques,  and 
information  essential  to  the  satisfactory 
performance  of  his  duties. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  re¬ 
ceived  recommendations  that  the  time 
interval  between  competence  checks  of 
crewmembers  and  dispatchers  be  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  same  manner  as  in  |  41.53j, 
which  permits  pilot  line  and  proficiency 
checks  to  be  given  in  the  month  before 
or  following  the  month  in  which  they 
are  due.  Such  flexibility  will  simplify 
recordkeeping  and  administration  of  the 
crewmember  and  dispatcher  competence 
check  requirements  of  §  41.53g  in  the 
same  way  that  the  pilot  line  and  pro¬ 
ficiency  check  requirements  have  been 
simplified. 

The  FAA  has  considered  the  foregoing 
.recommendations  and  believes  that  the 
requirements  with  respect  to  the  fre¬ 
quency  of  crewmember  and  dispatcher 
competence  checks  should  be  amended 
to  provide  the  flexibility  recommended. 

Civil  Air  Regulations  Draft  Release 
No.  61-7,  dated  April  14,  1961,  subject 
“Qualification  and  Training  Require¬ 
ments  for  Pilots  Other  Than  Pilots  in 
Command,”  proposed,  among  other  mat¬ 
ters,  to  amend  Parts  40,  41,  and  42  to 
permit  the  competence  checks  of  crew¬ 
members  and  dispatchers  to  be  given  at 
any  time  during  the  month  preceding 
or  following  the  month  in  which  they  be¬ 
come  due. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
with  respect  to  this  particular  portion 
of  Draft  Release  61-7.  Accordingly, 
since  it  will  permit  more  efficient  admin¬ 
istration  of  air  carrier  training  programs 
and  will  not  adversely  affect  safety  of  the 
carriers’  operations,  it  is  being  adopted 
at  this  time  separately  from  the  other 
proposals  which  were  included  in  the 
draft  release.  The  phrase  ‘‘not  to  exceed 
12  months”  contained  in  the  present  reg¬ 
ulations  and  in  Draft  Release  No.  61-7 
has  been  changed  to  “each  12  months” 
to  make  the  wording  consistent  with  that 
of  revised  Part  41  (27  F.R.  1977) ,  which 
was  circulated  as  Draft  Release  No!  60- 
19  (26  F.R.  12299)  prior  to  its  adoption. 
The  remaining  proposals  and  the  com¬ 
ments  received  toereon  are  being  evalu¬ 
ated  by  the  Agency  in  conjunction  with 
comments  received  in  response  to  Draft 
Release  61-17,  “Use  of  Aircraft  Simula¬ 
tors  for  Pilot  Training  and  Proficiency 
Checks,”  and  Draft  Release  62-9, 
“Approval  of  Air  Carrier  Training 
Programs.” 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  regulation  (26  F.R.  3438) , 
and  due  consideration  has  been  given  to 
all  relevant  matter  presented.  Since 
this  regulatory  action  imposes'  no  addi¬ 
tional  burden  on  any  person,  it  may  be 
made  effective  on  less  than  30  days’ 
notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
§  41.53g(b)  of  Part  41  of  the  Civil  Air 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  41,  as  amend¬ 


ed)  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows,  effective  August  3. 1962: 

§  41.53g  Recurrent  training. 

***** 

(b)  Each  air  carrier  shall,  as  a  part 
of  the  training  program,  check  the  com¬ 
petence  of  each  crewmember  and  dis¬ 
patcher  each  12  months  with  respect  to 
procedures,  techniques,  and  information 
essential  to  the  satisfactory  performance 
of  his  duties.  The  competence  check 
may  be  given  at  any  time  during  the 
month  preceding  or  following  the  month 
in  which  it  becomes  due.  The  effective 
date  of  the  check,  if  given  within  the 
preceding  or  following  month,  shall  be 
the  same  as  if  given  within  the  month 
in  which  it  became  due.  Where  the 
check  of  the  pilot  in  command  or  second 
in  command  requires  actual  flight,  such 
check  shall  be  considered  to  have  been 
met  by  the  checks  accomplished  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §§41.53j  and  41.53k,  re¬ 
spectively. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  604;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  778; 
49  U.S.C.  1354,  1421,  1424) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
30,  1962. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

IF.R.  Doc.  62-7671;  Filed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:45  ajn.] 


(Reg.  Docket  No.  719;  Arndt.  42-41] 

PART  42— IRREGULAR  AIR  CARRIER 
AND  OFF-ROUTE  RULES 

Extension  of  Period  Allowed  for  Com¬ 
pliance  With  the  Recurrent  Training 
Requirements  of  Air  Carrier  Train¬ 
ing  Programs 

Paragraph  (b)  of  §  42.45f,  Recurrent 
training,  requires  that  each  air  carrier 
shall,  at  intervals  established  as  part  of 
the  training  program,  but  not  to  exceed 
12  months,  check,  the  competence  of  each 
crewmember  with  respect  to  procedures, 
techniques,  and  information  essential  to 
the  satisfactory  performance  of  his 
duties. 

'The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  re¬ 
ceived  recommendations  that  the  time 
interval  between  competence  checks  of 
crewmembers  be  specified  in  the  same 
manner  as  in  §  42.44a,  which  permits 
proficiency  checks  to  be  given  in  the 
month  before  or  following  the  month  in 
which  they  are  due.  Such  flexibility  will 
simplify  recordkeeping  and  administra¬ 
tion  of  Uie  crewmember  competence 
check  requirements  of  §  42.45f  in  the 
same  way  that  the  proficiency  check  re¬ 
quirements  have  been  simplified. 

The  FAA  has  considered  the  foregoing 
recommendations  and  believes  that  the 
requirements  with  respect  to  the  fre¬ 
quency  of  crewmember  competence 
checks  should  be  amended  to  provide  the 
flexibility  recdmmended. 

Civil  Air  Regulations  Draft  Release 
No.  61-7,  dated  April  14,  1961,  subject 
“Qualification  and  ’Training  Require¬ 
ments  for  Pilots  Other  Than  Pilots  in 


Command,”  proposed,  among  other  mat¬ 
ters,  to  amend  Parts  40,  41,  and  42  to 
permit  the  competence  checks  of  crew¬ 
members  and  dispatchers  to  be  given  at 
any  time  during  the  month  preceding  or 
following  the  month  in  which  they  be¬ 
come  due. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
with  respect  to  this  particular  portion 
of  Draft  Release  61-7.  Accordingly, 
since  it  will  permit  more  efficient  admin¬ 
istration  of  air  carrier  training  programs 
and  will  not  adversely  affect  safety  of  the 
carriers’  operations,  it  is  being  adopted 
at  this  time  separately  from  the  other 
proposals  which  were  included  in  the 
draft  release.  The  phrase  “not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  12  months”  contained  in  the  present 
regulations  and  in  Draft  Release  No.  61-7 
has  been  changed  to  “each  12  months” 
to  make  the  wording  consistent  with  that 
of  revised  Part  41  (27  F.R.  1977),  which 
was  circulated  as  Draft  Release  No.  60-19 
(26  F.R.  12299)  prior  to  its  adoption. 
The  remaining  proposals  and  the  com¬ 
ments  received  thereon  are  being  evalu¬ 
ated  by  the  Agency  in  conjunction  with 
comments  received  in  response  to  Draft 
Release  61-17,  “Use  of  Aircraft  Simula¬ 
tors  for  Pilot  Training  and  Proficiency 
Checks,”  and  Draft  Release  62-9,  “Ap¬ 
proval  of  Air  Carrier  Training  Pro¬ 
grams.” 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  regulation  (26  F.R.  3438) , 
and  due  consideration  has  been  given  to 
all  relevant  matter  presented.  Since  this 
regulatory  action  imposes  no  additional 
burden  on  any  person,  it  may  be  made 
effective  on  less  than  30  days’  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
§  42.45f(b)  of  Part  42  of  the  Civil  Air 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  42,  as 
amended)  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows,  effective  August  3,  1962: 

§  42.45f  Recurrent  training. 

*  *  *  •  « 

(b)  Each  air  carrier  shall,  as  a  part  of 
the  training  program,  check  the  compe¬ 
tence  of  each  crewmember  each  12 
months  with  respect  to  procedures,  tech¬ 
niques,  and  information  essential  to  the 
satisfactory  performance  of  his  duties. 
The  competence  check  may  be  given  at 
any  time  during  the  month  preceding  or 
following  the  month  in  which  it  becomes 
due.  The  effective  date  of  the  check,  if 
given  within  the  preceding  or  following 
month,  shall  be  the  same  as  if  given  with¬ 
in  the  month  in  which  it  became  due. 
Where  the  check  of  the  pilot  in  command 
or  second  in  command  required  actual 
flight,  such  check  shall  be  considered  to 
have  been  met  by  the  checks  accom¬ 
plished  in  accordance  with  §§  42.44(a) 
(2)  and  42.44(a)  (3),  respectively. 

(Secs.  313(a) ,  601,  604;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  778; 
49  U.S.C.  1354,  1421,  1424) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  30, 
1962. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 

Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-7672;  Filed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:45  a.in.] 
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Friday,  August  3,  1962 
Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  C — AIRCRAFT  REGULATIONS 
[Beg.  Docket  No.  1311;  Arndt.  472] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Vertol  107—2  Helicopters 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FJt. 
6489),  an  airworthiness  directive  was 
adopted  on  July  20,  1962,  and  made  ef¬ 
fective  immediately  because  of  the  safety 
emergency  involved  as  to  all  known 
United  States  operators  of  Vertol  Model 
107-2  helicopters.  The  directive  requires 
inspection  of  the  rotor  shaft  assembly 
and  replacement  of  any  cracked  parts, 
as  well  as  replacement  of  the  mixing 
gearbox  collector  gear. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate 
corrective  action  was  required  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  safety,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  thereon  were  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and  good 
cause  existed  for  making  the  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive  effective  immediately  as  to 
all  known  U.S.  operators  of  Vertol  Model 
107-2  helicopters  by  individual  telegrams 
dated  July  20,  1962.  These  conditions 
still  exist  sold  the  airworthiness  directive 
is  hereby  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  as  an  amendment  to  §  507.10(a)  of 
Part  507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  to  make  it 
effective  as  to  all  persons: 

Vertol.  Applies  to  aU  Model  107-2  heli¬ 
copters.  Serial  Nximbers  2  and  up. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

As  a  result  of  fatigue  cracks  which  have 
occurred  in  service  on  the  aft  rotor  vertical 
drive  shaft  and  a  fatigue  failure  of  the  mix¬ 
ing  gearbox  collector  gear  during  bench  test¬ 
ing,  accomplish  the  following; 

(a) (1)  Remove  rotor  blades,  hub,  rotor 
controls  and  slider  guide.  Inspect  aft  rotor 
shaft  assembly  P/N  107D3011  and  forward 
rotor  shaft  assembly  P/N  107D1210.  for  in¬ 
dications  of  cracks  prior  to  the  accumulation 
of  150  hours’  time  in  service  and  reinspect 
thereafter  at  intervals  not  exceeding  25  hours* 
time  in  service. 

(2)  Penetrant  Inspect  per  MII/-I-6806  the 
entire  circumference  of  each  drive  shaft  be¬ 
low  the  spline  section  including  the  shoulder 
and  relief  undercut  area.  Shafts  with  crack 
indications  shall  be  removed  from  service. 

(3)  Replace  shafts  with  new  shafts  prior 
to  the  accumulation  of  200  hours  total  time 
in  service. 

(b)  At  not  more  than  150  hours  total  time 
in  service  or  8  hours  of  gearbox  cumulative 
single  engine  time,  whichever  occurs  first, 
retire  from  service  collector  gear  P/N 
107D2066-4  (shot  peened).  If  replacement 
gear  is  same  part  n\imber.  same  retirement 
time  applies.  If  improved  design  gear  P/N 
107D2066-10  is  installed,  the  above  retire¬ 
ment  time  does  not  apply.  If  P/N  107D2066- 
10  gear  is  installed  change  mixing  gearbox 
P/N  to  107D2003-10.  Recording  of  acciunu- 
lated  single  engine  time  is  to  be  continued. 

(Vertol  Service  Bulletins  Nos.  107-3  and 
107-2  cover  these  same  subjects.) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  all  persons  except  those  to 
whom  it  was  made  effective  immediately 
by  telegram  dated  July  20, 1962. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

(Sec.  313(a),  601.  603;  72  Stat.  762,  775,  776; 
49  U.S.C.  1354(a) ,  1421, 1423) 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  July 
30. 1962. 

G.  S.  Moore, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-7673;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:46  am.] 


SUBCHAPTER  E — AIR  NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-CE-48] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  REPORTING 

POINTS,  POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE 
SEGMENTS,  AND  POSITIVE  CON¬ 
TROL  AREAS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
§  601.2505  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  is  to  alter  the  time  of  desig¬ 
nation  of  the  Oshkosh,  Wis.,  control 
zone. 

The  effective  hours  of  the  Oshkosh 
control  zone  are  from  0600  to  2200  hours 
local  time,  daily.  Control  tower  service 
at  the  Oshkosh  Airport  is  currently 
offered  during  these  hours.  A  survey  of 
the  air  trafiSc  movements  at  the  Oshkosh 
Airport  by  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
has  shown  that  considerably  more  ac¬ 
tivity  is  occurring  between  2200  to  2300 
hours  than  between  0600  to  0700  hours. 
A  change  in  the  hours  of  operation  of 
the  control  tower  from  0700  to  2300 
hours  local  time,  daily,  in  conformance 
with  the  periods  of  greatest  airport  ac¬ 
tivity  would  be  in  the  best  public  interest. 
Therefore,  action  is  taken  herein  to  re¬ 
designate  the  effective  hours  of  the  Osh¬ 
kosh  control  zone  from  0700  to  2300  hours 
local  time,  daily. 

Since  this  amendment  is  minor  in 
nature,  and  imposes  no  additional  bur¬ 
den  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and 
it  may  be  made  effective  immediately. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F  Jt.  12582) , 
the  text  of  §  601.2505  (27  FJl.  3539, 5423) 
is  amended  to  read:  "Within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  the  Winnebago  County  Air¬ 
port.  Oshkosh,  Wis.  (latitude  43»59'20” 
N.,  longitude  88‘’33'15"  W.).  and  within 
2  miles  either  side  of  the  Oshkosh  VOR 
176°  radial  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  8  miles  S  of  the  VOR,  from 
0700  to  2300  hours  local  time,  daily.” 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
27,  1962. 

W.  Thobcas  Deasom, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-7674;  PUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:46  ajn.] 
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[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-EA-47] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  REPORTING 
POINTS,  POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE 
SEGMENTS,  AND  POSITIVE  CON¬ 
TROL  AREAS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Control 
Area  Extension 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
§  601.2375  and  §  601.1147  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator  is  to  alter  the 
description  of  the  Islip,  N.Y.,  control  zone 
and  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  control  area 
extension. 

The  Islip  control  zone  and  the  New 
York  control  area  extension  (§  601.1147) 
are  designated,  in  part,  with  reference 
to  the  Hempstead,  N.Y.,  radio  range. 
The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  proposing 
to  decommission  this  facility  as  it  is  no 
longer  required  for  air  traflBlc  control 
purposes.  Therefore,  action  is  taken 
herein  to  substitute,  as  a  base  reference 
point,  the  location  of  the  Islip  ILS  outer 
marker  for  the  Hempstead  radio  range 
in  the  description  of  the  Islip  control 
zone  and  substitute  geographical  co¬ 
ordinates  for  the  intersection  of  the 
southeast  course  of  the  Newark,  N.J., 
radio  range  and  the  southwest  course  of 
the  Hempstead  radio  range  in  the  de¬ 
scription  of  the  New  York  control  area 
extension. 

Since  these  amendments  are  editorial 
in  nature,  and  impose  no  additional  biu:- 
den  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary,  and 
they  may  be  made  effective  immediately. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegate  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FH.  12582) , 
the  following  actions  are  taken: 

1.  Section  601.2375  (14  CFR  601.2375) 
is  amended  to  read: 

§  601.2375  Islip,  N.Y.,  control  zone. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Mc¬ 
Arthur  Airport.  Islip.  N.Y.  (latitude 
40’’47'50"  N..  longitude  73'06'00"  W.), 
and  within  2  miles  either  side  of  the 
Islip  HjS  localizer  SW  course  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  8.2  miles 
SW  of  the  OM. 

2.  Section  601.1147  (14  CFR  601.1147) 
is  amended  to  read: 

§  601.1147  Control  area  extension  (New 
York,  N.Y.) . 

That  airspace  within  tangent  lines 
drawn  from  the  circumference  of  a  circle 
5-miles  in  radius  centered  at  latitude 
40“18'30"  N.,  longitude  73°45'00"  W.,  to 
the  circumference  of  a  circle  15  miles 
in  radius  centered  at  the  INT  of  the 
Newark,  N.J..  RR  SE  course  and  the 
western  boundary  of  the  ICAO  control 
area,  excluding  tJie  portion  below  2,000 
feet  except  that  airspace  which  lies 
within  the  confines  of  Federal  airways. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  upon  the  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  807(a).  72  Stat.  740;  40  U.S.C.  1848) 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  July 
27,  1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

(F.R.  Doc.  62-7676;  Piled,  Aug.  2.  1962; 
8:46  ajn.] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WA-59| 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  REPORTING 

POINTS,  POSITIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE 

SEGMENTS,  AND  POSITIVE  CON¬ 
TROL  AREAS 

Alteration  of  Amendment 

On  June  19, 1962,  there  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (27  P.R.  5759) 
amendments  to  Part  601  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator  which  revoked 
some  existing  reporting  points  and  re¬ 
designated  the  remaining  reporting 
points  under  a  single -subpart. 

Upon  publication  of  the  amendments, 
it  was  noted  that  Chanute,  Kans.,  Oak¬ 
land,  Calif.,  and  St.  Johns,  Ariz.,  were 
inadvertently  listed  as  Chanute,  Ill.,  Oak¬ 
land,  Fla.,  and  St.  John,  Ariz.  in  the  text 
of  §  601.4101,  Ardmore,  Okla.,  Tucson, 
Ariz.,  and  Wilmington,  N.C.,  were  listed 
as  Ardmore,  Tex.,  Tucson,  Ariz.,  and  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del.,  in  the  text  of  §  601.4102, 
and  Coghlan  Island,  Alaska,  RBN  and 
Copper  Intersection  were  listed  as  Cogh- 
land  Island,  Alaska,  RBN  and  Cooper 
Intersection  in  the  text  of  §  601.4301.  In 
addition,  high  altitude  reporting  points 
for  the  Fort  Worth  Air  Route  Traffic 
Control  Center  area  were  omitted  from 
§  601.4103.  Therefore,  action  is  taken 
herein  to  correct  these  errors. 

Since  these  changes  are  editorial  in 
nature  and  impose  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  the  effective  date  of  the 
rule  as  initially  adopted  may  be  retained. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12582) , 
effective  immediately  Airspace  Docket 
No.  62-WA-59  (27  F.R.  5759)  is  modified 
as  follows: 

1.  In  the  text  of  §  601.4101  (27  F.R. 
5760)  “Chanute,  Ul.”,  “Oakland,  Fla.” 
and  “St.  John,  Ariz.”  are  deleted  and 
“Chanute,  Kans.”,  “Oakland,  Calif.”  and 
“St.  Johns,  Ariz.”  are  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

2.  In  the  text  of  §  601.4102  (27  F.R. 
5762)  “Ardmore,  Tex.”,  “Tucson,  Ariz.” 
and  “Wilmington,  Del.”  are  deleted  and 
“Ardmore,  Okla.”,  “Tucson,  Ariz.”  and 
“Wilmington,  N.C.”  are  substituted 
therefor. 

3.  In  the  text  of  §  601.4301  (27  F.R. 
5765)  “Cooper  INT:  The  INT  of  the 
Homer,  Alaska,  269°  and  the  King 
Salmon.  Alaska,  051°  radials.”  and 
“Coghland  Island,  Alaska,  RBN.”  are 
deleted  and  “Copper  INT:  The  INT  of  the 
Homer,  Alaska,  269°  and  the"  King 
Salmon,  Alaska,  051°  radials.”  and 
“Coghlan  Island,  Alaska,  RBN.”  are 
substituted  therefor. 

4.  S  601.4103  (27  F.R.  5764)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  to  the  text: 


Abilene,  Tex. 

Dallas,  Tex. 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

Shreveport.  La. 

Texarkana,  Ark. 

Waco.  Tex. 

Wichlto  Palls.  Tex. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  72  8tat.  749;  49  UB.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  27, 
1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

(PJl.  Doc.  62-7676;  Piled,  Aug,  2.  1962; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  120— TOLERANCES  AND  EX¬ 
EMPTIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR 
•PESTICIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON 
RAW  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODI¬ 
TIES 

Ronnel;  Addition  to  List  of  Cholines- 
terase-lnhibitiflg  Compounds 

No  objections  having  been  received  on 
the  proposal  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  June  8,  1962  (27  F.R.  5438) , 
with  reference  to  adding  ronnel  to  the 
list  of  cholinesterase-inhibiting  com¬ 
pounds,  and  no  request  having  been  re¬ 
ceived  for  referral  of  the  proposal  to  an 
advisory  committee:  It  is  ordered.  That 
the  regulations  for  tolerances  for  pesti¬ 
cide  chemicals  in  oc  on  raw  agricultural 
commodities  (21  CFR  120.3)  be  amended, 
as  follows: 

§  120.3  [Amendment] 

By  adding  in  alphabetical  order,  to 
the  list  of  cholinesterase-inhibiting  com¬ 
pounds  in  paragraph  (e)  (5)  of  §  120.3 
Tolerances  for  related  pesticide  chem~ 
icals,  the  item  “Ronnel”  immediately 
after  the  item  “Parathion.” 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  by  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  21  U.S.C. 
346a (e) ) ,  and  delegated  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  by  the  Secretary  (25  F.R.  8625). 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  written  objections 
thereto.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  affected 
by  the  order  and  specify  with  particular¬ 
ity  the  provisions  of  the  order  deemed  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the 
objections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the 
objections,  are  supported  by  grounds 


legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  support 
thereof.  All  documents  shall  be  filed  in 
quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  21  U.S.C.  346a(e) ) 

Dated:  July  30,  1962. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(P.R.  Doc.  62-7699;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:53  a.in.] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 

in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

POLYSORBATE  80 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  submitted  in  a 
petition  filed  by  the  Dietene  Company, 
Highway  100  at  West  Twenty-third 
Street,  Minneapolis  16,  Minnesota,  and 
other  relevant  material,  has  concluded 
that  the  following  amendments  to 
§  121.1009  should  issue  with  respect  to 
the  food  additive  polysorbate  80  as  a 
solubilizing  and  dispersing  agent  of  edi¬ 
ble  fats  in  special  dietary  foods.  There¬ 
fore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)),  and  under  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  by  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  (25  F.R.  8625),  §  121.1009  of  the 
food  additive  regulations  (21  CFR  121.- 
1009;  27  F.R.  1252)  is  amended  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  section  heading  to  delete  the 
chemical  name,  and  changing  the  words, 
“edible  oils”  to  “edible  fats  and  oils”. 
As  amended  the  affected  portions  of 
§  121.1009  read  as  follows; 

§  121.1009  Polysorbate  80. 

*  *  nt  *  * 

(C)  *  *  * 

(6)  In  special  dietary  foods,  as  an 
emulsifier  for  edible  fats  and  oils,  with 
directions  for  use  which  provide  for  the 
ingestion  of  not  more  than  360  milli¬ 
grams  cff  polysorbate  80  per  day. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  written  objections 
thereto.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  order  and  specify  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  grounds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof.  All  documents 
shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 


Friday,  August  3,  1962 
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Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.O. 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated:  July  27,  1962. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-7697;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:52  ajn.] 


Title  24— HOUSING  AND 
HOUSING  CREDIT 

Subtitle  A — Office  of  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Housing  and  Home  Finance 

Agency 

PART  3— SLUM  CLEARANCE  AND 
URBAN  RENEWAL 

S  u  b  p  a  r  t  B— Relocation  Payments 

Under  Section  106(f)  of  the  Housing 

Act  of  1949,  as  Amended 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  regulations  governing  the  making 
of  relocation  payments  under  section 
106(f)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  42  U.S.C.  1456,  prescribed  pur¬ 
suant  to  that  section,  as  of  June  27,  1961 
(26  P.R.  5712,  June  27,  1961) ,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (26  F.R.  7826,  August  23,  1961),  are 
hereby  further  amended  in  the  following 
respects: 

1.  Section  3.105  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  para¬ 
graph  (e) : 

(e)  Notice  of  intention  to  move.  Ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  below,  no  relocation 
payment  shall  be  made  to  a  business  con¬ 
cern  unless  the  LPA  has  received,  at  least 
30  days  but  not  earlier  than  90  days  prior 
to  the  moving  date,  written  notice  from 
the  business  concern  of  its  intention  to 
move  the  property  designated  generally 
therein  and  the  date  of  such  intended 
move,  and  the  business  concern  has  per¬ 
mitted,  at  all  reasonable  times,  the  in¬ 
spection  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  LPA  of 
all  such  property  at  the  site  from  which 
it  was  removed.  For  the  purpose  of  this 
paragraph  (e),  “moving  date”  shall 
mean  the  date  on  which  the  first  item 
of  such  property  is  intended  to  be  moved. 
The  LPA  may  make  a  relocation  payment 
notwithstanding  nonreceipt  of  such 
timely  notice  only  if  the  LPA  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  there  was  reasonable  cause 
for  the  failure  of  the  business  concern 
to  give  such  notice;  the  LPA  has  ade¬ 
quately  verified  the  facts  pertaining  to 
the  move  and  the  requested  relocation 
payment;  and  (3)  HHFA  has  concurred 
in  such  payment. 

2.  Section  3.110(b)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows; 

(b)  Maximum  amount — business  con¬ 
cerns.  The  maximiun  relocation  pay¬ 
ment  to  a  business  concern,  whether  for 
moving  expenses  or  actual  direct  losses 
of  property,  or  both,  for  which  reim¬ 
bursement  or  compensation  is  not  other¬ 
wise  made,  shall  not  exceed  $2,000  with 
respect  to  moving  expenses  incurred  or 


direct  losses  of  property  suffered  prior 
to  July  12,  1957,  or  $2,500  with  respect 
to  moving  expenses  incurred  or  direct 
losses  of  property  suffered  between  July 
12,  1957,  and  September  22,  1959,  both 
dates  inclusive,  or  $3,000  with  respect 
to  moving  expenses  incurred  or  direct 
losses  of  property  suffered  on  or  after 
September  23,  1959.  If  the  total  of  the 
actual  moving  expenses  incurred  on  or 
after  June  30,  1961,  and  prior  to  October 
2,  1962,  is  greater  than  $3,000,  the  maxi¬ 
mum  relocation  payment  to  a  business 
concern,  for  which  reimbursement  or 
compensation  is  not  otherwise  made, 
shall  be  the  total  of  such  actual  moving 
expenses.  If  the  total  of  the  actual 
moving  expenses  incurred  on  or  after 
October  2,  1962,  is  greater  than  $3,000, 
the  maximum  relocation  payment  to  a 
business  concern,  for  which  reimburse¬ 
ment  or  compensation  is  not  otherwise 
made,  shall  be  the  total  of  such  actual 
moving  expenses  or  $25,000,  whichever 
is  less. 

3.  Section  3.110  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  para¬ 
graph  (d) : 

(d)  Approval  by  HHFA — business 
concerns.  No  relocation  payment  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  $10,000  shall  be  made  without 
approval  by  HHFA. 

Effective  as  of  the  2d  day  of  October 
1962. 

William  L.  Slayton, 
Urban  Renewal  Commissioner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-7705;  Piled.  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:54  ajn.] 

Title  38— PENSIONS,  BONUSES. 
AND  VETERANS’  RELIEF 

Chapter  I — Veterans  Administration 

PART  3— ADJUDICATION 

Subpart  A — Pension,  Compensation, 

and  Dependency  and  Indemnity 

Compensation 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

1.  Section  3.551  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.551  Reduction  because  of  hospital¬ 
ization. 

(a)  General.  Pension,  compensation 
or  retirement  pay  in  excess  of  $30 
monthly  is  subject  to  reduction  when  a 
veteran  who  has  neither  wife,  child  nor 
dependent  parent  is  hospitalized,  unless 
the  veteran  is  hospitalized  for  Hansen’s 
disease.  The  provisions  of  this  section 
apply  to  initial  periods  of  hospitaliza¬ 
tion  and  to  readmissions  following  dis¬ 
charge  from  a  prior  period  of  hospitali¬ 
zation.  If  the  veteran  is  hospitalized  for 
observation  and  examination,  the  date 
treatment  began  is  considered  the  date 
of  admission.  Special  rules  governing 
discontinuance  of  aid  and  attendance  al¬ 
lowance  are  contained  in  S  3.552  and  for 
discontinuance  of  awards  for  incompe¬ 
tent  veterans  in  §  3.557.  The  term  “hos¬ 
pitalized”  in  §  3.551  through  §  3.556 
means: 


(1)  Hospital  treatment  in  a  Veterans 
Administration  hospital  or  in  any  hos¬ 
pital  at  Veterans  Administration 
expense. 

(2)  Institutional  or  domiciliary  care 
in  a  Veterans  Administration  institution 
or  domiciliary  or  at  Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  expense. 

(b)  Reduction  after  6  months.  Pen¬ 
sion  (except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section,  compensation  or  retire¬ 
ment  pay  in  excess  of  $30  monthly  for 
a  veteran  who  has  neither  wife,  child  nor 
dependent  parent  shall  continue  at  the 
full  monthly  rate  until  the  end  of  the 
sixth  calendar  month  following  the 
month  of  admission  for  hospitalization. 
The  rate  payable  will  be  reduced  effec¬ 
tive  the  fcst’Of  the  seventh  calendar 
month  to  $30  monthly  or  50  percent  of 
the  amoimt  otherwise  payable,  which¬ 
ever  is  greater.  Payment  of  the  amount 
withheld  may  be  made  on  termination 
of  hospitalization,  as  provided  in  §  3.556. 
(38  U.S.C.  3203(a)(1)) 

(c)  Reduction  after  2  months.  Where 
pension  is  being  paid  to  a  veteran  under 
38  U.S.C.  521  or  to  a  Spanish- American 
War  veteran  or  an  Indian  War  veteran 
who  was  not  receiving  pension  for  June 
30,  1960,  or  who  elected  pension  as  pre¬ 
scribed  by  38  U.S.C.  521  pursuant  to  38 
U.S.C.  511(c)  or  512(a)(3),  the  pension 
shall  continue  at  the  full  monthly  rate 
imtil  the  end  of  the  second  calendar 
month  (except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(d)  of  this  section)  following  the  month 
of  admission  for  hospitalization.  The 
rate  payable  will  be  reduced  effective  the 
first  of  the  third  calendar  month  to  $30 
monthly.  Where  the  veteran  has  been 
discharged  from  a  period  of  hospitaliza¬ 
tion  of  not  less  than  2  full  calendar 
months  and  is  readmitted  within  6 
months,  the  award  will  be  reduced  effec¬ 
tive  the  date  of  readmission.  The  amount 
not  paid  to  the  veteran  may  be  appor¬ 
tioned  for  a  wife,  child  or  children,  as 
provided  in  §  3.454(b).  (38  U.S.C.  3203 
(d)) 

(d)  Computation  of  period.  In  com¬ 
puting  the  period  of  hospitalization  prior 
to  reduction  imder  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section,  the  period  will  be  extended  by 
reason  of  time  spent  on  leave,  regularly 
authorized  furlough  or  trial  visit,  regard¬ 
less  of  length  after  the  month  of  admis¬ 
sion.  Absence  on  pass  is  included  as 
part  of  the  period  of  hospitalization.  For 
the  purposes  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  the  veteran  will  be  considered  to 
have  been  hospitalized  for  2  calendar 
months  when  he  has  received  a  total  of 
60  days  of  treatment  or  care,  exclusive  of 
specified  absences. 

(e)  Readmission — (1)  Approved  dis¬ 
charge.  Where  a  veteran  has  been  given 
an  approved  discharge  or  release,  read¬ 
mission  the  next  day  to  the  same  or  any 
other  Veterans  Administration  institu¬ 
tion  begins  a'  new  period  of  hospital¬ 
ization,  except  where  the  veteran  was 
released  for  purposes  of  admission  to  an¬ 
other  Veterans  Administration  institu¬ 
tion. 

(2)  Unapproved  discharge.  When  a 
veteran  subject  to  reduction  under  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section  has  been  dis¬ 
charged  or  released  from  a  hospital 
against  medical  advice  or  as  the  result 
of  disciplinary  action,  reentry  within  6 
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months  from  the  date  of  prior  admission, 
constitutes  a  continuation  of  that  period 
of  hospitalization.  If  such  a  veteran  is 
readmitted  and  6  months  or  more  have 
elapsed  from  date  of  his  original  admis¬ 
sion,  his  award  will  be  reduced  as  of  the 
date  of  readmission.  If  less  than  6 
months  have  elapsed  from  date  of  his 
original  admission  reduction  will  not  be 
prior  to  the  first  day  of  the  seventh  cal¬ 
endar  month  following  the  month  of 
his  original  admission,  exclusive  of  fur¬ 
loughs. 

(f )  Proof  of  dependents.  The  veteran 
will  be  considered  to  have  neither  wife, 
child  nor  dependent  parent  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  satirfactory  proof. 

(1)  For  the  purposes  of  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section,  statements  contained  in 
the  claims  folder  concerning  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  such  dependents  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  a  prima  facie  showing.  If  the  nec¬ 
essary  evidence  is  not  received  within  60 
days  after  the  date  of  request,  the  vet¬ 
eran’s  award  will  be  reduced  on  the  basis 
of  no  dependents.  The  full  rate  may  be 
authorized  from  the  date  of  reduction 
if  the  necessary  evidence  is  received 
within  1  year  after  the  date  of  request. 

(2)  For  the  purposes  of  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section,  if  proof  of  the  existence 
of  a  wife  or  child  is  not  of  record  appor¬ 
tionment  will  not  be  authorized.  If  the 
evidence  necessary  to  establish  entitle¬ 
ment  is  received  within  1  year  after  the 
date  of  request,  the  apportioned  share 
may  be  authorized  effective  the  day  fol¬ 
lowing  reduction  of  the  veteran’s  pen¬ 
sion. 

2.  Following  §  3.551,  a  new  cross  refer¬ 
ence  is  added  and  one  deleted  so  that  the 
cross  references  read  as  follows: 

Cross  References  :  Timelimits.  See  §  3.109. 
Effective  dates.  See  §  3.400(e)  (2) .  Reduc¬ 
tions  and  discontinuances;  general.  See 
§  3.500.  Incompetents;  hospitalized.  See 
S  3.557.  Incompetents;  resumption.  See 
§3.558. 

3.  In  §  3.552,  paragraph  (a) ,  the  intro¬ 
ductory  portion  of  paragraph  (b)  preced¬ 
ing  subparagraph  (1),  and  paragraphs 

(d),  (h),  and  (i)  are  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  3.552  Adjustment  of  allowance  for 
regular  aid  and  attendance. 

(a)  The  additional  aid  and  attendance 
allowance  authorized  by  38  U.S.C.  314  (r) 
is  not  payable  for  any  period  when  the 
veteran  is  hospitalized  at  United  States 
Government  expense. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  when  a  vet¬ 
eran  is  hospitalized,  additional  pension 
or  increased  compensation  for  regular 
aid  and  attendance  is  not  payable.  Ad¬ 
ditional  compensation  for  dependents 
allowed  imder  §  3.4(b)  (2)  (38  U.S.C.  315, 
335)  is  payable  during  hospitalization  in 
addition  to  the  rates  authorized  by  this 
section.  The  rates  specified  will  also  be 
increased  by  amounts  authorized  by  38 
U.S.C.  314  (k)  based  on  independently 
ratable  disability,  subject  to  the  statutory 
ceiling  on  the  total  amount  of  compen¬ 
sation  payable  ($450  or  $360 ) . 

•  *  *  •  * 

(d)  Where  entitlement  by  reason  of 
need  for  regular  aid  and  attendance  is 
the  basis  of  the  monthly  rate  under  38 


U.S.C.  314(1)  or  the  peacetime  rate  the 
award  will  be  reduced  to  the  rate  payable 
under  38  U.S.C.  314(s),  unless  there  is 
entitlement  under  38  U.S.C.  314  (k).  In 
the  latter  cases,  the  basic  rate  payable  is 
$272  (or  $218) .  (38  U.S.C.  314(s) ) 

*  ‘  *  *  •  * 

(h)  If,  because  of  blindness,  a  veteran 
requires  regular  aid  and  attendance,  but 
has  better  vision  than  “light  perception 
only’’  his  award  imder  38  U.S.C.  314(m) 
($359  or  $287)  will  be  reduced  while  hos- 
piltalized  to  the  rate  payable  under  38 
U.S.C.  314(1)  ($309  or  $247). 

(i)  If  the  disability  meets  the  require¬ 
ments  of  38  U.S.C.  314(1)  the  inter¬ 
mediate  or  next  higher  rate  may  be 
assigned  for  disability  independently 
ratable  at  50  percent  or  100  percent.  An 
award  based  on  such  entitlement  will  be 
reduced  to  the  amount  payable  under  38 
U.S.C.  314(s) ,  unless  there  is  entitlement 
under  38  U.S.C.  314(k).  In  the  latter 
cases,  the  basic  rate  payable  is  $272  (or 
$218).  (38  U.S.C.  314(s) ) 

***** 

4.  Section  3.556  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.556  Adjustment  on  discharge  or 
release. 

(a)  Temporary  absence — 30  days. 
Where  a  competent  veteran  whose  award 
was  reduced  under  §  3.551(b)  is  placed 
on  trial  visit  status  or  other  authorized 
absence  of  30  days  or  more,  the  full 
monthly  rate,  excluding  any  allowance 
for  regular  aid  and  attendance,  will  be 
restored  effective  the  date  of  reduction. 
The  full  monthly  rate  for  an  incompe- 

■  tent  veteran,  or  for  a  competent  veteran 
whose  pension  was  reduced  under  §  3.551 

(c),.  will  be  restored  effective  the  date 
of  departure  from  the  hospital.  In  all 
instances,  any  allowance  for  regular  aid 
and  attendance  will  be  restored  effec¬ 
tive  the  date  oi  departure  from  the  hos¬ 
pital.  The  award  will  again  be  reduced, 
if  in  order,  effective  the  date  of  the  vet¬ 
eran’s  return  to  the  hospital.  Appor¬ 
tioned  awards  authorized  by  §  3.551(c) 
will  be  discontinued  for  the  period  the 
full  rate  is  payable  to  the  veteran. 

(b)  Temporary  absence — less  than  30 
days.  A  temporary  absence  of  less  than 
30  days,  including  the  day  of  departure, 
will  not  require  adjustment  of  the  award. 
This  includes  furlough,  trial  visit  or 
similar  approved  absence.  Any  allow¬ 
ance  for  regular  aid  and  attendance  for 
such  periods  will  be  authorized  after  the 
veteran  has  been  discharged  from  the 
hospitaL 

(c)  Adjustment  based  on  need.  Where 
an  award  of  pension  was  reduced  under 
§  3.551(c) ,  the  full  rate  covering  absences 
of  less  than  30  days  may  be  restored, 
subject  to  prior  payments,  prior  to  dis¬ 
charge  from  hospitalization  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Director  of  the  hospital, 
center  or  domiciliary,  where  this  action 
is  necessary  to  meet  the  veteran’s  finan¬ 
cial  needs,  if  he  has  been  hospitalized 
for  more  than  6  months  and  the  periods 
of  absence  exceed  a  total  of  30  days. 

(d)  Unapproved  discharge.  When  a 
competent  veteran  is  given  a  disciplinary 
discharge  or  is  discharged  against  medi¬ 
cal  advice,  the  full  rate  will  be  restored 
effective  the  date  of  release  from  the 


hospital.  Payment  of  any  amount  with¬ 
held  under  §  3.551(b)  will  not  be  au¬ 
thorized  until  the  expiration  of  6  months 
after  termination  of  hospitalization  un¬ 
less  the  prior  release  is  changed  to  an 
approved  release.  However,  amounts  not 
paid  under  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section 
covering  absences  of  less  than  30  days 
where  the  award  was  reduced  under 
S  3.551(c)  will  be  authorized  immediately. 

(e)  Approved  discharge.  When  a  vet¬ 
eran,  either  competent  or  incompetent, 
is  given  an  approved  discharge  or  release, 
the  full  rate,  including  any  allowance  for 
regular  aid  and  attendance  will  be  re¬ 
stored  effective  the  date  of  release  from 
the  hospital,  subject  to  prior  payments. 
The  award  will  be  based  on  the  most 
recent  rating  and,  where  the  award  was 
reduced  under  §  3.551(b) ,  will  include,  in 
the  case  of  a  competent  veteran,  any 
amounts  withheld  because  of  hospitali¬ 
zation.  The  amount  withheld  for  an 
incompetent  veteran  will  not  be  author¬ 
ized  until  the  expiration  of  6  months 
following  a  rating  of  competency  by  the 
Veterans  Administration  or  6  months 
following  removal  of  legal  disability, 
whichever  is  later.  Any  institutional 
award  will  be  discontinued  effective  date 
of  last  payment,  as  provided  in  §  3.501  ( j ) . 
Where  an  apportionment  was  made 
under  §  3.551(c),  the  apportionment  will 
be  discontinued  effective  the  day  pre¬ 
ceding  the  date  of  the  veteran’s  release 
from  the  hospital,  unless  an  overpayment 
would  result.  In  the  excepted  cases,  the 
awards  to  the  veteran  and  apportionee 
will  be  adjusted  as  of  date  of  last  pay¬ 
ment. 

(f)  Types  of  discharges.  A  discharge 
or  release  is  considered  as  approved  if  it 
is  granted  because  of  completion  of  bed 
occupancy  care  or  having  received  maxi¬ 
mum  hospital  benefit.  A  disciplinary 
discharge  In  lieu  of  an  enforced  furlough 
or  for  other  reasons  and  a  discharge 
against  medical  advice  are  considered 
unapproved. 

5.  Following  §  3.556,  the  cross  reference 
“Release  from  hospital.  See  §  3.668”  is 
deleted. 

6.  In  §  3.557,  paragraphs  (b)  and  (d) 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.557  Incompetents ;  estate  over 
$1,500  and  hospitalized. 

***** 

(b)  Effective  December  1, 1959,  where 
a  veteran: 

(1)  Is  rated  incompetent  by  the 
Veterans  Administration  by  reason  of 
mental  illness,  and 

(2)  Has  neither  wife  nor  child,  and 

(3)  Is  hospitalized  by  the  United 
States  or  any  political  subdivision,  with 
or  without  charge,  and 

(4)  Has  an  estate,  derived  from  any 
source,  which  equals  or  exceeds  $1,500, 

further  payments  of  pension,  compensa¬ 
tion  or  emergency  officers’  retirement 
pay  will  not  be  made,  except  as  provided 
in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section,  until 
the  estate  is  reduced  to  $500.  If  the 
veteran  is  hospitalized  for  observation 
and  examination,  the  date  treatment 
began  is  considered  the  date  of  admis¬ 
sion. 
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(d)(1)  Payment  of  pension,  compen¬ 
sation  or  emergency  ofiBcers’  retirement 
pay  to  a  veteran  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section 
will  be  discontinued  November  30.  1959, 
or  the  end  of  the  month,  whichever  is 
later,  in  which  evidence  is  received  show¬ 
ing  that  the  veteran  does  not  have  a  wife 
or  child  and  that  his  estate  equals  or 
exceeds  $1,500.  All  or  any  part  of  the 
benefit  not  paid  to  the  veteran  may  be 
apportioned  for  his  dependent  parents 
on  the  basis  of  need  as  determined  by  the 
Chief  Attorney.  If  the  veteran  is  not 
hospitalized  by  the  Veterans  Administra¬ 
tion  there  may  be  paid  out  of  any  re¬ 
maining  amounts  so  much  of  the  pen¬ 
sion,  compensation  or  emergency  oflBcers’ 
retirement  pay  as  equals  the  amount 
charged  to  the  veteran  for  his  current 
care  and  maintenance  in  the  institution 
in  which  treatment  or  care  is  furnished 
him.  but  not  more  than  the  amount  de¬ 
termined  to  be  the  proper  charge. 

(2)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section 
and  §  3.558  date  of  receipt  of  evidence 
that  the  estate  is  $1,500  or  more,  or  is 
reduced  to  $500,  means  the  first  date  such 
evidence  was  received  in  any  office  of  the 
Veterans  Administration.  (38  U.S.C. 
3203(b)(2),  (3)) 
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7.  Following  §  3.557,  four  new  cross 
references  are  added  so  that  the  revised 
cross  references  read  as  follows: 

Choss  Refebences:  Veterans  disabUity  pen¬ 
sion.  See  §  3.454(c).  Reductions  and 
discontinuances;  general.  See  §  3.500.  Re¬ 
ductions  and  discontinuances;  veterans.  See 
S  3.501.  Amounts  withheld  or  not  paid  in¬ 
competent  veteran.  See  §  3.1007.  Estate 
$1,500.  See  §  13.108  of  this  chapter.  Report 
of  Income  and  assets.  See  §  13.109  of  this 
chapter. 

8.  Section  3.558  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  3.558  Resumption;  incompetents, 
$1,500  estate  cases. 

(a)  Where  payment  has  been  discon¬ 
tinued  by  reason  of  §  3.557  (b) ,  it  will  not 
be  resumed  during  hospitalization  except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  until  proper  notice  has  been  received 
showing  the  estate  is  reduced  to  $500  or 
less.  Payments  will  not  be  made  for  any 
period  prior  to  the  first  day  of  the  month 
in  which  the  notice  is  received. 

(b)  Payments  for  the  veteran  will  be 
resumed  and  apportionment  awards  dis¬ 
continued  under  the  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  3.556  (a) ,  (d) ,  and  (e)  upon' 
authorized  leave  from  the  hospital  for  30 
days  or  more  or  an  authorized  or  unau- 
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thorized  discharge  or  release.  Care  and 
maintenance  pajrments  to  an  institution 
will  not  be  made  for  any  period  the 
veteran  is  not  receiving  such  care  and 
maintenance. 

(c)  Any  amount  not  paid  because  of 
the  provisions  of  §  3.557  will  be  awarded 
6  months  following  a  rating  of  compe¬ 
tency  by  the  Veterans  Administration  or 
6  months  following  removal  of  legal  dis¬ 
ability,  whichever  is  later.  (38  U.S.C. 
3203(b)  (2), (3)) 

9.  Following  §  3.558,  the  cross  refer¬ 
ence  “Release  from  hospital.  See 
§  3.668”  is  deleted. 

10.  Section  3.668  is  revoked. 

§  3.668  Release  from  hospital.  [Re¬ 
voked]  , 

11.  Immediately  following  §  3.668,  the 
cross  reference  “Adjustment  on  dis¬ 
charge  or  release.  See  §  3.556”  is  deleted. 

(72  Stat.  1114;  38  U.S.C.  210) 

These  regulations  are  effective  August 
3,  1962. 

[SEAL]  W.  J.  Driver, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

IP.R.  Doc.  62-7707;  PUed.  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:54  am.] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

[  29  CFR  Parts  613,  687,  699  1 

[Administrative  Order  No.  564] 

INDUSTRY  COMMITTEES  FOR  VAR¬ 
IOUS  INDUSTRIES  IN  PUERTO  RICO 

Appointment  to  Investigate  Conditions 

and  Recommend  Minimum  Wages; 

Notice  of  Hearings 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  (29  U.S.C.  205), 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3 
cm  1949-53  Comp.,  p.  1004),  and  29 
CPR  Part  511, 1  hereby  appoint  Industry 
Committee  No.  54-A  for  the  Textile  and 
Textile  Products  Industry  in  Puerto 
Rico;  Industry  Committee  No.  54-B  for 
the  Hosiery  Industry  in  Puerto  Rico;  and 
Industry  Committee  No.  54-C  for  the 
Straw,  Hair,  and  Related  Products  In¬ 
dustry  in  Puerto  Rico. 

The  definitions  of  the  industries  for 
which  industry  committees  are  ap¬ 
pointed  by  this  order  are  set  forth  below. 

The  Textile  and  Textile  Products  In¬ 
dustry  in  Puerto  Rico  is  defined  as: 

The  preparation  of  textile  fibers,  in¬ 
cluding  the  ginning  and  compressing  of 
cotton;  the  manufacture  of  batting, 
wadding,  and  filling;  the  manufacture, 
including  dyeing  and  finishing  of  yam, 
cordage,  twine,  felt,  woven  and  knitted 
fabrics,  and  lace-machine  products, 
from  cotton,  jute,  sisal,  coir,  maguey, 
silk,  rayon,  nylon,  wool  or  other  vege¬ 
table,  animal,  or  S3mthetic  fiber,  or  from 
mixtures  of  these  fibers;  and  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  blankets,  textile  bags,  mat¬ 
tresses.  quilts,  pillows,  hairnets,  oilcloth 
and  artificial  leather  containing  a  tex¬ 
tile  base,  woven  carpets  and  rugs,  and 
hooked  or  punched  rugs  and  carpeting: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  industry 
shall  not  include  the  chemical  manu¬ 
facturing  of  synthetic  fiber  and  such 
related  processing  of  yam  as  is  con¬ 
ducted  in  establishments  manufacturing 
ssmthetic  fiber;  and  Provided,  further. 
That  the  industry  shall  not  include  any 
of  the  activities  defined  and  described 
in  29  CFR,  Parts  699.2(a)  and  699.2(g). 

The  Hosiery  Industry  in  Puerto  Rico 
is  defined  as: 

The  manufacture  and  processing  of 
full-fashioned  and  seamless  hosiery,  in¬ 
cluding,  among  other  processes,  the 
knitting,  seaming,  looping,  dyeing,  clock¬ 
ing,  and  all  phases  of  finishing  hosiery, 
but  not  including  the  manufacture  or 
processing  of  yam  or  thread. 

The  Straw,  Hair,  and  Related  Prod¬ 
ucts  Industry  in  Puerto  Rico  is  defined 
as: 

The  manufacture  of  products  made 
wholly  or  chiefly  of  straw,  raffia,  sisal, 
maguey,  palm  leaves,  rushes,  grasses, 
hair,  hair  bristles,  feathers,  and  similar 
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materials:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
industry  shall  not  cover  products  or  ac¬ 
tivities  included  in  the  artificial  flower, 
decoration,  and  party  favor  industry  (29 
CTR  Part  688),  the  button,  jewelry,  and 
lapidary  work  industry  (29  CTR  Part 
616),  the  children’s  dress  and  related 
products  industry  (29  CFR  Part  610), 
the  men’s  and  boys’  clothing  and  re¬ 
lated  products  industry  (29  CPR  Part 
615),  the  shoe  and  related  products  in¬ 
dustry  (29  CFR  Part  601),  or  the  textile 
and  textile  products  industry  (29  CFR 
Part  699). 

Pursuant  to  section  8  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  (29  U.6.C.  208), 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3 
CPR  1949-53  Comp.,  p.  1004),  and  29 
CFR  Part  511, 1  hereby: 

(a)  Convene  each  of  the  above-ap¬ 
pointed  industry  committees; 

(b)  Refer  to  each  of  these  industry 
committees  the  following:  (1)  The  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  minimum  rate  or  rates  of 
wages  to  be  fixed  for  the  industry  with 
which  it  is  concerned  for  employees  who 
are  engaged  in  commerce  or  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  goods  for  commerce,  and  (2) 
the  question  of  the  minimum  rate  or 
rates  of  wages  to  be  fixed  for  any  em¬ 
ployees  covered  by  the  Act  by  reason  of 
the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Amendments 
of  1961; 

(c)  Give  notice  of  the  hearing  to  be 
held  by  each  of  them  at  the  times  and 
places  indicated  below.  Each  industry 
committee  shall  investigate  conditions  in 
its  industry,  and  each  industry  commit¬ 
tee,  or  any  authorized  subcommittee 
thereof,  shall  hear  such  witnesses  and 
receive  such  evidence  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  to  enable  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  perform  its  duties  and  func¬ 
tions  under  the  aforementioned  Act. 

Industry  Committee  No.  54-A  shall 
meet  in  executive  session  to  commence 
its  investigation  at  10:00  a.m.  on  Sep¬ 
tember  10, 1962,  in  the  office  of  the  Wage 
and  Hour  and  Public  Contracts  Divisions, 
United  States  Department  of  Labor, 
seventh  floor,  Condominio  San  Alberto 
Building,  1200  Ponce  de  Leon  Avenue, 
Santurce,  Puerto  Rico,  and  shall  com¬ 
mence  its  hearing  at  2:00  pm.  on  the 
same  date  at  the  same  place.  Following 
this  hearing  Industry  Committees  Nos. 
54-B  and  54-C  shall  meet  seriatim  at  the 
same  place  at  hours  designated  by  the 
committee  chairmen  to  conduct  their 
investigation  and  to  hold  their  hearings. 

Each  industry  committee  shall  recom¬ 
mend  to  the  Administrator  of  the  Wage 
and  Hour  and  Public  Contracts  Divisions 
of  this  Department  the  highest  minimmn 
wage  rates  (in  the  case  of  question  (1) 
referred  to  the  committee,  not  exceed¬ 
ing  the  minimum  wage  rate  of  $1.15 
prescribed  in  paragraph  (1)  of  section 
6(a)  of  the  Act,  and  in  the  case  of  ques¬ 
tion  (2)  referred  to  the  committee,  not 
exceeding  the  minimum  wage  rate  of 
$1.00  prescribed  in  section  6(b)  of  the 
Act)  which  it  determines,  having  due 


regard  to  economic  and  competitive  con¬ 
ditions,  will  not  substantially  curtail  em¬ 
ployment  in  the  industry  and  wriU  not 
give  any  industry  in  Puerto  Rico  a  com¬ 
petitive  advantage  over  any  industry  in 
the  United  States  outside  of  Puerto  Rico, 
the  Virgin  Islands  and  American  Samoa. 

Whenever  any  industry  committee 
finds  that  a  higher  minimum  wage  may 
be  determined  for  employees  engaged  in 
certain  activities  or  in  the  manufacture 
of  certain  products  in  an  industry  than 
may  be  determined  for  other  employees 
in  that  industry,  the  committee  shall 
recommend  such  reasonable  classifica¬ 
tions  wdthin  that  industry  as  it  deter¬ 
mines  to  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
fixing  for  each  classification  the  highest 
minimum  wage  rate  that  can  be  deter¬ 
mined  for  it  imder  the  principles  set 
forth  herein  which  will  not  give  a  com¬ 
petitive  advantage  to  any  group  in  the 
industry.  No  classification  shall  be 
made,  however,  and  no  minimum  wage 
rate  shall  be  fixed  solely  on  a  regional 
basis  or  on  the  basis  of  age  or  sex.  In 
determining  whether  there  should  be 
classifications  within  an  industry,  in 
making  such  classifications,  and  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  minimum  wage  rates  for  such 
classifications,  each  industry  committee 
shall  consider,  among  other  relevant 
factors,  the  following:  (1)  Competitive 
conditions  as  affected  by  transportation, 
living,  and  production  costs;  (2)  wages 
established  for  work  of  like  or  com¬ 
parable  character  by  collective  labor 
agreements  negotiated  between  employ¬ 
ers  and  employees  by  representatives  of 
their  own  choosing;  and  (3)  wages  paid 
for  work  of  like  or  comparable  character 
by  employers  who  volimtarily  maintain 
minimum  wage  standards  in  the  indus¬ 
try. 

The  Administrator  shall  prepare  an 
economic  report  for  the  industry  com¬ 
mittee  containing  such  data  as  he  is  able 
to  assemble  pertinent  to  the  matters 
referred  to  the  committees.  Copies  of 
each  such  report  may  be  obtained  at  the 
national  and  Puerto  Rican  offices  of  the 
United  States  Department  of  Labor  as 
soon  as  they  are  completed  and  prior  to 
the  hearings.  Each  industry  committee 
shall  take  official  notice  of  the  facts 
stated  in  the  economic  report  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  they  are  not  refuted  at  the 
hearings. 

The  procedure  of  industry  committees 
shall  be  governed  by  29  CFR,  Part  511. 
As  a  prerequisite  to  participation  in  the 
hearings,  interested  persons  shall  file 
prehearing  statements  containing  the 
data  specified  in  29  CFR  511.8  not  later 
than  September  1,  1962. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  27th 
day  of  July  1962. 

Arthur  J.  (]k)LDBERG, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-7681;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:48  am.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  948  1 

IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN  IN 
COLORADO^AREA  NO.  3 

Notice  of  Proposed  Expenses  and 
Rate  of  Assessment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  is  considering  the 
approval  of  the  expenses  and  rate  of 
assessment  hereinafter  set  (orth  which 
were  recommended  by  the  area  com¬ 
mittee  for  Area  No.  3  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  Marketing  Agreement  No.  97, 
as  amended,  and  Order  No.  948.  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  -948) ,  regulating 
the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes  grown  in 
the  State  of  Colorado  and  issued  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674). 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto  which  are  filed  with  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  not  later  than  15  days 
following  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register.  The  proposals  are 
as  follows: 

§  948.239  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  area  com¬ 
mittee  for  Area  No.  3,  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  Marketing  Agreement  No.  97 
and  Order  No.  948,  both  as  amended,  to 
enable  such  committee  to  perform  its 
functions  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
aforesaid  amended  agreement  and  order 
during  the  fiscal  period  ending  May  31, 
1963,  will  amount  to  $3,125.00. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  Area  No.  3  pursuant 
to  Marketing  Agreement  No.  97  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  948,  both  as  amended,  shall  be 
$0.00125  per  himdredweight  of  potatoes 
handled  by  him  as  the  first  handler 
thereof  during  said  fiscal  period. 

(c)  Terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in 
Marketing  Agreement  No.  97,  as 
amended,  and  this  part. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended:  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  31, 1962. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlxtnd, 
Director,  Fruit  arid  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

(F.R.  Doc.  62-7713;  FUed,  Aug.  2.  1962; 

8:65  am.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  958  1 

ONIONS  GROWN  IN  CERTAIN  DESIG¬ 
NATED  COUNTIES  IN  IDAHO  AND 
MALHEUR  COUNTY,  OREGON 

Notice  of  Proposed  Expenses  and 
Rate  of  Assessment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  is  considering  the 


approval  of  the  expenses  and  rate  of 
assessment  hereinafter  set  forth,  which 
were  recommended  by  the  Idaho-East¬ 
ern  Oregon  Onion  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  the  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  130  and  Marketing  Order  No. 
958  (7  CFR  Part  958). 

This  marketing  program  regulates  the 
handling  of  onions  grown  in  designated 
counties  in  Idaho  and  Malheur  Coimty, 
Oregon,  and  is  effective  under  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto  which  are  filed  with  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  not  later  than  15 
days  following  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  proposals  are  as  follows: 

§  958.206  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  Idaho-East¬ 
ern  Oregon  Onion  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  the  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  130  and  Order  No.  958,  to 
enable  such  committee  to  perform  its 
functions,  pursuant  to  provisions  of  the 
aforesaid  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  during  the  fiscal  period  beginning 
July  1.  1962,  and  ending  June  30,  1963, 
will  amount  to  $4,991.00. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  shall  be  three-tenths  of 
one  cent  ($0,003)  per  hundredweight  of 
onions  handled  by  him  as  the  first  han¬ 
dler  thereof  during  said  fiscal  period. 

(c)  Terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in 
the  said  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7 
UJS.C.  601-674) 

Dated:  July  31,  1962. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
DivisU>n,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[FJa.  Doc.  62-7714;  FUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:56  ajn.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[21  CFR  Part  121  1 

FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (see. 
409(b)(5).  72  Stat.  1786;  21  UJS.C.  348 
(b)  (5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  867)  has  been  filed  by  Hercules 
Powder  Company,  Inc.,  910  Market 
Street,  Wilmington  99,  Delaware,  pro¬ 
posing  the  issuance  of  a  regulation  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  the  pohnner  of 
bis(chloromethyl)oxetane  as  an  article 
or  component  of  articles  intended  for 
use  in  producing,  manufacturing,  pack¬ 


ing,  processing,  preparing,  treating, 
packaging,  transporting,  or  holding 
food. 

Dated:  July  27  1962. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FJl.  Doc.  62-7689;  Filed.  Aug.  2.  1962; 
8:49  am.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 
FOOD  ADDITIVES 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food.  Drug  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)(5)).  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  866)  has  been  filed  by  Pood  Ma¬ 
chinery  and  Chemical  Corporation,  161 
East  Forty-second  Street.  New  York  17, 
New  York,  proposing  the  amendment  of 
paragraph  (b)  (3)  (viii)  (a)  of  §  121.2514 
Resinous  and  polymeric  coatings  by  add¬ 
ing  thereto  the  new  item  "Epoxy  poly¬ 
butadiene.’* 

Dated:  July  27,  1962. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[PR.  Doc.  62-7690;  FUed.  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 
FOOD  ADDITIVES 
Notice  of  Filiitg  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5).  72  Stat.  1786;  21  UH.C.  348 
(b)(5)).  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  876)  has  been  filed  by  Hercules 
Powder  Company,  Inc.,  910  Market 
Street,  Wilmington  99,  Delaware,  pro¬ 
posing  the  amendment  of  §  121.2506  In¬ 
dustrial  starch-modified  to  provide  for 
the  use  of  industrial  starch  modified  by 
treatment  with  not  more  than  3.0  per- 
c^t  propylene  oxide  and  4.0  percent 
beta-diethylamino-ethylchloride  hydro¬ 
chloride,  individually  or  in  combinaticm. 

Dated:  July  27,  1962. 

J.  K.K1RK. 

Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR.  Doc.  62-7691;  FUed.  Aug.  2.  1962; 

8:50  a.m.] 


«  [  21  CFR  Part  121  1 
FOOD  ADDITIVES 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5).  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)(5)).  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  856)  has  been  filed  by  Rohm  and 
Haas  Company.  Washington  Square, 
Philadelphia  5.  Pennsylvania,  proposing 
the  issuance  of  a  regulation  to  provide 
for  the  safe  use  of  the  following  sub¬ 
stances  as  components  of  emulsion  coat- 
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ings  for  paper  and  paperboard  intended 
for  use  in  food  packaging  and  processing : 

Copolymers  of  the  following  monomers: 
Acrylic  acid  and  Its  methyl,  ethyl,  and 
butyl  esters. 

Itaconlc  acid. 

Methacryllc  acid  and  Its  methyl  and  ethyl 
esters. 

Vinyl  acetate. 

Vlnylidene  chloride. 

Ammonium  persulfate. 
ferf-Butyl  hydroperoxide, 
p-  tcrt-Oc  tylphenoxypolyethoxyethanol  ( 40 

mols  ethylene  oxide) . 

Sodium  lauryl  sulfate. 

Dated:  July  27,  1962. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-7692:  FUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 

FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)  (5) ) .  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  865)  has  been  filed  by  Norden 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  Lincoln  1,  Nebraska, 
proposing  the  issuance  of  a  regulation  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  virginiamycin 
in  oil  for  the  treatment  of  mastitis  in 
milk -producing  animals. 

Dated:  July  27,  1962. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-7693;  FUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 

FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5).  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)(5)^,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  871)  has  been  filed  by  Dawe’s 
Laboratories,  Inc.  4800  South  Richmond 
Street,  Chicago  32,  Illinois,  proposing  the 
issuance  of  a  regulation  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  choline  xanthate  as  a 
source  of  choline  in  poultry  feeds. 

Dated:  July  27, 1962. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FJl.  Doc.  62-7694;  Filed.  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:51  a.m.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 

FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  893)  has  been  filed  by  Merck 


Chemical  Division,  Merck  and  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Rahway,  New  Jersey,  propos¬ 
ing  the  amendment  of  §  121.210  of  the 
food  additive  regulations  to  permit  the 
use  of  from  10  grams  to  50  grams  of 
chlortetracycline  per  ton  of  amprolium- 
medicated  chicken  and  turkey  feeds  for 
growth  promotion. 

Dated:  July  27,  1962. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistaiit  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  62-7695;  Filed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:51  a.m.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 
FOOD  ADDITIVES 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)  (5) .  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
875)  hsis  been  filed  by  General  Electric 
Company,  Silicone  Products  Department, 
Waterford,  New  York,  proposing  the 
amendment  of  §  121.2514  Resinous  and 
polymeric  coatings  to  provide  for  the  use 
of  tin  oleate  and  dibutyltin  dilaurate  as 
catalysts  for  curing  the  silicone  polymers 
described  under  §  121.2514(b)  (3)  (xxviii) . 

Dated;  July  27,  1962. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(F.R.  Doc.  62-7696;  Filed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:51  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[14  CFR  Part  507  1 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  1318] 

CANADAIR  MODEL  CL-44D4 
AIRCRAFT 

Proposed  Airworthiness  Directive 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
Part  405) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  proposal  to  amend  Part  507 
of  the  regulations  of  the  Administrator 
to  include  an  airworthiness  directive  re¬ 
quiring  installation  of  a  high  pressure 
turbine  bearing  scavenge  oil  tempera¬ 
ture  indicating  system  in  Canadair  CL- 
44D4  aircraft  incorporating  Rolls  Royce 
Tyne  engines.  This  will  permit  detec¬ 
tion  of  reductions  in  oil  flow  before  fail¬ 
ure  of  the  high  pressure  turbine  bearing. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  proposed  rule  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communica¬ 
tions  should  be  submitted  in  duplicate 
to  the  Docket  Section  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Room  A-103,  1711  New 
York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  25,  D.C. 
All  communications  received  on  or  before 
Sept.  4,  1962,  will  be  considered  by  the 
Adm^strator  before  taking  action  on 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 


light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  will  be  available  in  the 
Docket  Section  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons  at  any  time.  This  pro¬ 
posal  will  not  be  given  further  distribu¬ 
tion  as  a  draft  release. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(72  Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a) , 
1421,  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  507.10(a)  of  Part 
507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  by  adding  the 
following  aij^orthiness  directive: 

Canadair.  Applies  to  all  Model  CIj-44D4  air¬ 
craft  equipped  with  Rolls  Royce  Tyne 
engines. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  350 
hours’  time  In  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD. 

To  preclude  bearing  failure  resulting  from 
sludge  deposited  in  oil  ways  which  feed  the 
high  pressure  turbine  bearing,  accomplish 
the  following: 

(a)  Install  high  pressure  turbine  bearing 
scavenge  oil  temperature  Indicating  system 
in  accordance  with  Rolls  Royce  Modifica¬ 
tion  959  (Service  Bulletin  Ty  72-384)  and 
Canadair  Service  Information  Circular  No. 
216-CL44D4. 

(b)  If  the  oil  flow  through  the  scavenge 
line  has  not  been  checked  within  100  hours 
prior  to  the  installation  of  the  temperature 
Indicating  system  specified  In  (a) ,  check  the 
oil  flow  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
outlined  In  sections  2A  and  2B  of  Rolls  Royce 
Alert  Service  Bulletin  No.  A-Ty  79-15  at  the 
time  the  temperature  indicating  system  Is 
Installed. 

(c)  Appropriate  changes  to  the  airplane 
flight  manual  shall  be  made  covering  the 
applicable  provisions  of  section  2D  of  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  A-Ty  79-15  regarding  feathering 
of  an  engine  If  the  turbine  bearing  scavenge 
oil  corrected  temperature  exceeds  180o  C. 
diu-lng  cruise. 

(d)  When  the  oil  temperature  indicating 
system  Is  Installed  per  paragraph  (a)  the  In¬ 
spections  required  in  AD  62-9-2  as  amended, 
may  be  discontinued. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
27,  1962. 

G.  S.  Moore, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-7668;  Filed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Part  507  ] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  1319] 

BOEING  MODELS  707  AND  720  SERIES 
AIRCRAFT 

Proposed  Airworthiness  Directive 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  Part 
405),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  proposal  to  amend  Part  507 
of  the  regulations  of  the  Administrator 
to  include  an  airworthiness  directive 
requiring  modification  of  the  flight  con¬ 
trol  systems  of  Boeing  Models  707  and 
720  Series  aircraft. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  proposed  rule  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  as  they  may  desire.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  Docket  Section  of  the 
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Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Room  A-103, 
1711  New  York  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.C.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  September  4,  1962, 
will  be  considered  by  the  Administrator 
before  taking  action  on  the  proposed  rule. 
The  proposals  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  submitted  will 
be  available  in  the  Docket  Section  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  any 
time.  This  proposal  will  not  be  given 
further  distribution  as  a  draft  release. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1058  (72 
Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  507.10(a)  of  Part 
507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  by  adding  the 
following  airworthiness  directive: 

Boeing.  Applies  to  Models  707  and  720  Series 
aircraft. 

Ck)mpllance  with  certain  service  bulletins 
pertaining  to  the  Model  707  and  Model  720 
flight  control  systems  is  considered  necessary 
to  provide  for  the  continuing  safety  and 
reliability  of  operation  of  those  aircraft 
models.  Accordingly,  the  aircraft  models 
listed  below  shall  be  inspected  and/or  modi¬ 
fied  within  the  compliance  times  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  either  with  the  service  bulletins  as 
indicated  or  with  equivalent  methods  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  FAA  Western  Region. 
Aircraft  modified  in  accordance  with  later 
FAA  approved  revisions  of  the  service  bulle¬ 
tins  listed  below  will  be  considered  to  have 
complied  with  the  appropriate  provisions  of 
this  AD. 

(a)  Compliance  rec^uired  within  the  next 
400  hours’  time  in  service  following  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  AD: 


Modification 

Model 

Service 

Bulletin 

No. 

1.  Stabilizer  trim  actuator  auxil¬ 
iary  brake  retaining  nut _ 

707  and 

S64 

720 

(b)  Compliance  required  within  the  next 
650  hours*  time  in  service  following  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  AD : 


Modification 

Model 

Service 

Bulletin 

No. 

1.  Rudder  pedal  pushrod  attacb- 
ment. ...  ....... 

707 

337 

2.  Inboard  aileron  tab  nose  weight 
Attaching  screws  ... 

707 

860 

3.  Spoiler  and  emergency  flap 
switch  placard  installation.... 

707  and 
720 

U624 

I  Placard  arrangement  per  BAG  Drawing  No.  10 
60424-621  (T’ype  I)  is  an  approved  equivalent. 


(c)  Compliance  required  within  the  next 
2,700  hours’  time  in  service  following  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD: 


Modification 

Model 

Service 
Bulletin  No. 

1.  Bearing  retainer  instal- 

707 

307  (R-1)  and 

lation  for  center  and 
inboard  hinges  for  in¬ 
board  aileron  tab. 

307  (R-l)A, 

2.  Guard  installation  for 
chain  in  stabilizer  trim 
unit. 

707 

665  and  665B. 

8.  Flap  drive  torque  tube 
guard  installation  in 
wheel  well  area. 

707 

680  and  680A. 

Modification 

Model 

Service 
Bulletin  No. 

4.  Rudder  control  Input 

707 

736  (R-1). 

stop  modification  and 
directional  buying  re¬ 
placement. 

707  and 

6.  Replacement  of  stabi- 

889. 

lizer  trim  actuator. 

720 

6.  Flap  takeoff  warning 

707  and 

1016  (R-1)  and 

s^tch  relocation. 

720 

1016  (R-1)  C. 

7.  Stabilizer  trim  actuator 

707  and 

1128  and  1128A. 

brake  unlock  gear  ball 

720 

bearing  adapter  addi¬ 
tion. 

8.  Stabilizer  trim  actuator 

707  and 

1237. 

brake  pawl  spring. 

720 

9.  Stabilizer  trim  actuator 

707 

1247. 

motor  repiacement. 

10.  Emergency  flap  switch 

707  and 

125L 

inst^iation. 

720 

11.  Outboard  spoiler  shutoff 

707  and 

1336  (R-1)  and 

valve  consolidation. 

720 

1336  (R-1)  B. 

12.  Inboard  aileron  center- 

707  and 

1344. 

ing  spring  cartridge. 

720 

13.  Control  wheel  stabilizer 

707  and 

i  1410  and 

trim  switch  installa- 

720 

1410B. 

tlon. 

14.  Rudder  power  control 

707  and 

1479  (R-1) 

unit  replacement. 

720 

Fart  I  only. 

“Extension  Sleeve  Re¬ 
vision.’’ 

16.  Rudder  pressure  control 

707  and 

1482  (R-1). 

valve  bypass  installa- 

720 

tlon. 

16.  Replacement  of  spoiler 

707  and 

1484. 

hydraulic  system  shut- 

720 

off  valve. 

17.  Replacement  of  rudder 

707  and 

1490  (R-1). 

hydraulic  system  sole- 

720 

noid  valve. 

18.  Rudder  control  center- 

707  and 

1625. 

ing  spring  cable  modi- 

720 

fleation. 

19.  Rudder  control  center- 

707  and 

1680 and  1680A. 

ing  spring  cable  guard 

720 

Instidlation. 

>  Modification  per  BAC  Drawing  No.  10-3266  is  an 
approved  equivalent. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  27, 
1962. 

Geobge  C.  Prill, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[PH.  Doc.  62-7669;  Filed,  Aug.  2.  1962; 
8:45  am.] 


[14  CFR  Part  601  1 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  62-SW-12] 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

Alteration  of  Proposal  Designating 
Transition  Area 

In  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  22. 1962  (27  PM.  4812) .  it  was  stated 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  designate  a  transition  area  at 
Borger,  Tex.  A  floor  of  7,000  feet  MSL 
was  proposed  for  this  transition  area. 

Si^sequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
notice,  a  review  of  the  holding  airspace 
requirements  at  the  Borger  Intersection 
indicates  that  the  controlled  airspace 
floor  of  the  proposed  transition  area 
should  be  lowered  to  1,200  feet  above  the 
surface.  This  would  provide  protection 
for  aircraft  in  DME  holding  patterns 
at  lower  altitudes  at  the  Borger  Inter¬ 
section. 

Accordingly,  the  notice  is  hereby 
amended  to  propose  that  the  Borger 
transition  area  be  designated  to  extend 
upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  12  miles  northwest  and  8  miles 
southeast  of  the  Amarillo,  Tex.,  VOR- 
TAC  038*  True  radial  extending  from 
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24  miles  northeast  to  56  miles  northeast 
of  the  VORTAC. 

In  order  to  provide  interested  persons 
time  to  adequately  evaluate  this  pro¬ 
posal,  as  modifled  herein,  and  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  additional  written  data, 
views  or  arguments,  the  date  for  flling 
such  material  will  be  extended  to  August 
30, 1962. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  I  hereby  give  notice  that  the 
time  within  which  comments  will  be  re¬ 
ceived  for  consideration  on  Airspace 
Docket  No.  62-SW-12  is  extended  to 
August  30,  1962.  '  Communications 

should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator,  Southwest 
Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  27, 
1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 
Assistant  Chief, 

-  Airspetce  Utilization  Division. 

[FJl.  Doc.  62-7677;  FUed  Aug.  2.  1962; 

8:47  am.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  601  1 
(Airspace  Docket  No.  62-SW-30] 
CONTROL  ZONE 
Proposed  Alteration 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
an  amendment  to  §  601.2211  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Administrator,  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Beeville,  Texas,  control  zone  is 
designated  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
NAAS  Chase  Field,  and  within  2  miles 
either  side  of  the  139“  bearing  from 
Chase  Field  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  8  miles  south  of  Chase 
Field. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  im- 
der  consideration  the  edteraUon  of  the 
Beeville  control  zone  by  revoking  the 
control  zone  extension  based  on  the  139“ 
bearing  from  Chase  Field  and  desig¬ 
nating  extensions  within  2  miles  either 
side  of  the  NAAS  Chase  TACAN  129“ 
and  321*  True  radials  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  7  miles  south¬ 
east  and  northwest  of  the  TACAN;  and 
within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  NAAS 
Chase  VOR  349“  True  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles 
north  of  the  VOR.  The  proposed  con¬ 
trol  zone  extensions  would  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  executing  prescribed 
TACAN  and  VOR  instrument  approach 
procedures  at  Chase  Field,  and  would 
eliminate  the  requirement  for  the  con¬ 
trol  zone  extension  based  on  the  139“ 
bearing  from  Chase  Field. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Southwest  Region,  Attn: 
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Chief,  Air  Trafllc  Division,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Agency,  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth  1,  Tex.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  forty-five  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief,  or  the  Chief,  Airspace  Utilization 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Washington  25,  D.C.  Any  data,  views 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  Income  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  A-103,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749 ;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
27, 1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 
Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

IP.R.  E>oc.  62-7678;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:47  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

(Docket  No.  13852,  RM-102,  RM-188; 

PCC  62-8701 

TELEVISION  BROADCAST  STATIONS, 

AUGUSTA,  BANGOR,  CALAIS  AND 

PRESQUE  ISLE,  MAINE 

Table  of  Assignments 

1.  In  a  Report  and  Order  (FCC  61- 
522)  released  on  April  24,  1961,  in  this 
rule  making  proceeding  the  Commission 
amended  §  3.606  of  the  rules  by  reserving 
for  educational  use  Channel  10  in  Au¬ 
gusta  and  Channel  10  in  Presque  Isle, 
and  by  reassigning  Channel  7  from 
Calais  to  Bangor,  Maine.  After  consid¬ 
ering  petitions  for  reconsideration  of 
that  part  of  the  order  pertaining  to 
Channel  7,  we  released  a  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order  (FCC  62-66)  on  Jan¬ 
uary  12,  1962,  assigning  Channel  7  to 
Calais  instead  of  Bangor.  Petitions  for 
stay  were  filed,  a  study  of  which  led 
to  our  releasing  on  February  26,  1962,  an 
“Order  of  Stay  and  Further  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making”  (PCC  62-227) 
in  which  the  aforementioned  order  as¬ 
signing  Channel  7  to  Calais  was  stayed 
and  comments  were  invited  on  a  proposal 
to  leave  that  channel  in  Bangor  and 
assign  Channel  3  to  Calais  with  no  edu¬ 
cational  reservation. 


2.  We  pointed  out  in  the  latter  docu¬ 
ment  that  since  both  Bangor  and  Calais 
are  within  250  miles  of  the  UB.-Cana- 
dian  border  the  proposal  would  require 
concurrence  of  Canadian  authorities  in 
accordance  with  the  U.S.-Canadian 
Agreement  of  1952.  Such  concurrence 
has  been  sought,  but  the  two  countries 
have  been  unable  to  reach  agreement 
on  the  matter. 

3.  An  alternative  plan  suggested  by 
Canadian  authorities  would  assign  Chan¬ 
nel  13-  to  Calais  (instead  of  Channel 
3)  provided  that  the  transmitter  site  for 
such  an  assignment  is  located  in  Zone  I 
of  the  United  States  and  that  it  is  at 
least  170  miles  from  Station  CJBR-TV- 
1,  Edmundston,  New  Brunswick. 

4.  Since  this  plan  appears  to  be  worthy 
of  exploration,  we  desire  to  give  parties 
to  this  proceeding  an  opportunity  to  ex¬ 
amine  it  and  comment  thereon.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  comments  and  reply  conunents  are 
invited  upon  the  following  proposal: 

City  Channel  No. 

Bangor,  Maine _ 2  — ,  5  +  ,  7— ,  *16— 

Calais,  Maine _  13  — ,20— 

It  is  understood  that  the  assignment 
of  Channel  7  to  Bangor  and  of  Channel 
13  to  Calais  would  be  subject  to  the 
Working  Arrangement  under  the  U.S.- 
Canadian  Agreement  with  limitation  of 
Channel  7  at  Bangor  toward  Station 
CHLT-TV,  Sherbrooke,  Quebec,  and 
limitation  of  Channel  13  at  Calais  toward 
Station  CJBR-TV-1,  Edmundston,  New 
Brunswick,  as  indicated  in  paragraph  3, 
above. 

5.  By  inviting  comments  on  this  pro¬ 
posal  we  do  not  pass  judgment  on  any 
proposals  now  pending  before  us  in  this 
proceeding  nor  do  we  intend  to  affect 
the  present  order  of  stay  herein.  At 
such  time  as  comments  and  reply  com-r 
ments  have  been  received  on  the  instant 
proposal,  the  Commission  will  evaluate 
the  record  before  it  and  make  a  decision 
that  might  involve  assignment  of  Chan¬ 
nel  3,  or  Channel  7  or  Channel  13  to 
Calais  or  some  other  appropriate  action 
in  the  public  interest. 

6.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  proposed  herein  is  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  (i)  and  (j),  303  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended. 

7.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission  rules, 
interested  parties  may  file  comments  on 
or  before  August  31,  1962,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  September  10, 
1962.  All  submissions  by  parties  to  this 
proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in  be¬ 
half  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments,  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

8.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  written  comments  and  state¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Adopted:  July  25,  1962. 

Released:  July  30,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-7717;  FUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:56  a.m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[  17  CFR  Part  240  1 

[Release  34-6864] 

GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGULATIONS, 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGE  ACT  OF 

1934 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission  has  un¬ 
der  consideration  a  proposal  to  adopt 
Rule  lOb-9  (§  240.10b-9)  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  The 
proposed  rule  would  make  it  unlawful 
to  represent  that  a  security  is  offered  or 
sold  on  an  “all-or-none”  basis  unless  the 
offering  is  made  on  the  condition  that 
unless  a  definite  number  of  units  of  the 
security  are  sold  at  a  specified  price 
within  a  specified  time  and  the  total 
amount  due  is  received  by  the  seller  the 
amount  due  to  the  purchaser  will  be 
promptly  refunded  to  him. 

Section  10(b)  of  the  Act  makes  it  un¬ 
lawful  for  any  person  to  use  or  employ, 
in  connection  with  the  purchase  or  sale 
of  any  security,  any  manipulative  or  de¬ 
ceptive  device  or  contrivance  in  con¬ 
travention  of  any  rule  which  the 
Commission  prescribes  as  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  or  for 
the  protection  of  investors. 

It  has  come  to  the  attention  of  the 
Commission  that  some  persons  dis¬ 
tributing  securities  have  been  represent¬ 
ing  that  securities  are  being  offered  on 
an  “all-or-none”  basis  when,  because  of 
ambiguities  in  the  contractual  arrange¬ 
ment,  it  is  not  clear  whether  the  condi¬ 
tions  have  been  met  if  the  underwriter 
finds  persons  who  agree  to  purchase  all 
of  the  securities  within  Uie  specified 
time,  but  he  is  unsuccessful  in  collecting 
payment  for  all  of  the  securities.  It  is 
the  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule  to  pro¬ 
hibit  any  person  from  making  any  rep¬ 
resentation  to  the  effect  that  the  security 
is  being  offered  on  an  “all-or-none”  basis 
unless  it  is  clear  that  the  amount  due 
to  the  purchaser  is  to  be  refunded  to  him 
unless  all  of  the  securities  being  offered 
are  sold  and  the  seller  receives  the  total 
amount  due  to  him  in  connection  with 
the  distribution. 

The  text  of  the  proposed  rule,  which 
would  be  adopted  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  and  particularly  sections  10(b) 
and  23(a)  thereof,  §  240.10b-9  would  be 
substantially  as  follows:  “It  shall  consti¬ 
tute  a  ‘manipulative  or  deceptive  device 
or  contrivance’,  as  used  in  section  10(b) 
of  the  Act,  for  any  person,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  connection  with  the  offer 
or  sale  of  any  security,  to  make  any  rep¬ 
resentation  to  the  effect  that  the  secu¬ 
rity  is  being  offered  or  sold  on  an 
‘all-or-none’  basis  unless  the  security  is 
part  of  an  offering  or  distribution  be¬ 
ing  made  on  the  condition  that  all  or 
a  specified  amount  of  the  amount  paid 
for  any  such  security  will  be  promptly 
refunded  to  the  purchaser  if  a  definite 
number  of  units  of  the  security  is  not 
sold  at  a  specified  price  within  a  speci- 
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fled  time  and  the  total  amount  due  to 
the  seller  is  not  received  by  him  by  a 
specified  date.” 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  in 
writing  on  the  proposed  rule  on  or  before 
August  31,  1962. 

All  such  communications  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

By  the  Commission. 


July  30, 1962. 


Orval  L.  DnBois, 
Secretary. 


[FH.  Doc.  62-7682;  FUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:48  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

COMPTROLLER  OFFICE  OF  CIVIL 
DEFENSE 

Amendment  to  Delegation  of  Admin¬ 
istrative  Authorities  for  Civil  De¬ 
fense  Functions 

References:  (a)  E.0. 10952,  dated  July 
20,  1961,  assigning  Civil  Defense  re¬ 
sponsibilities  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  others;  (b)  Department  of  Defense 
Organizational  Statement,  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Def«ise  (Civil  Defense), 
filed  September  13,  1961  (26  F.R.  8604). 

Subparagraph  (e)  of  Paragraph  2. 
Comptroller,  Office  of  CivU  Defense, 
Delegation  of  Administrative  Authori¬ 
ties  for  Civil  Defense  Functions,  filed 
January  30,  1962  (27  F.R.  903),  is 
amended  by  deleting  the  last  sentence 
reading,  “This  authority  cannot  be  re¬ 
delegated.” 

This  amendment  is  effective  immedi¬ 
ately. 

Dated  this  28th  day  of  July  1962. 

SxEUART  L.  Pittman, 
Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense,  Civil  Defense. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-7704;  Filed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:54  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  International  Programs 

(Case  No.  305] 

EGON  WILHELM  BRAUN  ET  AL. 

Order  Temporarily  Denying  Export 
Privileges 

In  the  matter  of  Egon  Wilhelm  Braun, 
Wielandstrasse  32,  Hamburg-Eilbeck, 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany;  Georges 
Anton  de  Puoz,  Haldenbachstrasse  10, 
Zurich,  Switzerland;  and  Gerhard  Wil¬ 
liam  Grund,  Bundesalle  48  A,  West  Ber¬ 
lin- Wilmersdorf,  Germany;  respondents; 
Case  No.  305. 

By  letter  dated  May  9, 1962  the  above- 
named  respondents  were  charged  by  the 
Director,  Investigations  Staff,  Bureau  of 
International  Programs,  with  violations 
of  the  U.S.  Export  Control  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended,  and  regulations  issued 
thereunder.  The  charges  relate  to  the 
improper  diversion  by  respondents  of 
commodities  of  U.S.  origin  to  a  Soviet 
bloc  customer.  A  cc^y  of  the  charging 
letter  was  duly  served  on  each  respond¬ 
ent.  The  respondents  Braun  and  (Srund 
have  failed  to  file  answers  to  the  charges, 
as  required  by  the  regulations,  and  they 
are  considered  to  be  in  default.  The  re¬ 
spondent  de  Puoz  has  filed  a  reply  to  the 
charges  and,  for  reasons  given,  has  re¬ 
quested  an  extension  of  time  until  Sep- 
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tember  1,  1962,  within  which  to  file  an 
answer  and  present  evidence.  It  is 
hereby  found  that  the  respondent 
de  Puoz  has  presented  good  cause  for  the 
extension  requested,  and  such  request  is 
hereby  grant^. 

In  accordance  with  §  382.11(b)  (2)  of 
the  regulations  under  the  Export  Con¬ 
trol  Act,  the  Director,  Investigations 
Staff,  Bureau  of  International  Programs, 
has  now  requested  that  a  temporary 
order  be  issued  against  each  of  the  re¬ 
spondents  denying  to  each  of  them  ex¬ 
port  privileges  pending  the  completion 
of  compliance  proceedings.  The  matter 
was  referred  to  the  Compliance  Com¬ 
missioner  and  he,  being  fully  advised  of 
the  matters,  has  reported  thereon  and 
made  his  recommendation  that  such 
application  be  granted.  It  appears  from 
the  report  and  evidentiary  material  pre¬ 
sented  that  the  respondents  acting  in 
concert  knowingly  diverted  and  caused 
to  be  diverted  beryllium,  a  strategic  ma¬ 
terial  of  U.S.  origin  to  a  Soviet  bloc 
customer. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  concerning 
the  request  for  the  issuance  of  a  tem¬ 
porary  denial  order,  I  find;  (1)  That 
administrative  proceedings  are  pending 
against  the  atove-named  respondents 
for  violations  of  regulations  relating  to 
export  control;  (2)  that  it  is  reasonably 
necessary  to  protect  the  public  interest 
pending  final  disposition  of  the  compli¬ 
ance  proceedings  that  the  respondents 
be  denied  export  privileges. 

Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  ordered: 

(1)  The  respondents,  their  agents  and 
employees,  are  hereby  denied  all  privi¬ 
leges  of  participating  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  in  any  manner,  form,  or  capacity 
in  any  exportation  of  any  commodity  or 
technical  data  from  the  United  States 
to  any  foreign  destination,  including 
Canada.  Without  limitation  of  the  gen¬ 
erality  of  the  foregoing,  participation  in 
an  exportation  shall  include  and  pro¬ 
hibit  respondents’  participation  (a)  as 
a  party  to  or  representative  of  a  party 
to  any  validated  export  license  applica¬ 
tion;  (b)  in  the  obtaining  or  using  of 
any  validated  or  general  export  license 
or  other  export  control  document;  (c) 
in  the  receiving,  ordering,  buying,  sell¬ 
ing,  delivering,  or  disposing  of  any  com¬ 
modities  and  technical  data  in  whole  or 
in  part  exported  or  to  be  exported  from 
the  United  States;  and  (d)  in  the 
financing,  forwarding,  transporting,  or 
other  serving  of  exports  from  the 
United  States. 

(2)  Such  denial  of  export  privileges 
shall  apply  not  only  to  each  of  said 
respondents,  but  also  to  any  other  per¬ 
son,  firm,  corporation,  or  business  or¬ 
ganization-  with  which  any  respondent 
may  be  now  or  hereafter  related  by  own¬ 
ership,  affiliation,  control,  position  of 
responsibility,  or  other  connection  in  the 
conduct  of  trade  or  services  connected 
therewith. 

(3)  This  order  shall  take  effect  forth¬ 
with  and  shall  remain  in  effect  until  the 


completion  of  administrative  compli¬ 
ance  proceedings  which  are  now  pend¬ 
ing,  unless  sooner  modified  or  vacated. 

(4)  No  person,  firm,  corporation,  or 
other  business  organization,  within  the 
United  States  or  elsewhere,  and  whether 
or  not  engaged  in  trade  relating  to  ex¬ 
ports  from  the  United  States,  without 
prior  disclosure  of  the  facts  to,  and 
specific  authorization  from  the  Bureau 
of  International  Programs  shall  directly 
or  indirectly  in  any  manner,  form,  or 
capacity  (a)  apply  for,  obtain,  transfer, 
or  use  any  license,  shipper’s  export  dec¬ 
laration,  bill  of  lading,  or  other  export 
control  document  relating  to  any  ex¬ 
portation  of  commodities  or  technical 
data  from  the  United  States,  or  (b)  or¬ 
der,  receive,  buy,  sell,  use,  deliver,  dis¬ 
pose  of,  finance,  transport,  forward,  or 
otherwise  service  or  participate  in  an 
exportation  from  the  United  States,  or 
in  a  re-exportation  of  any  commodity  or 
technical  data  exported  from  the  United 
States,  with  respect  to  which  any  of  the 
persons  or  companies  within  the  scope 
of  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  hereof  may 
receive  any  benefit  or  have  any  interest 
or  participation  of  any  kind  or  nature, 
direct  or  indirect. 

(5)  A  certified  copy  of  this  order  shall 
be  served  upon  the  respondents. 

(6)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  382.11(c)  of  the  Export  Regulations, 
any  respondent  may  move  at  any  time  to 
vacate  or  modify  this  Temporary  Denial 
Order  by  filing  an  appropriate  motion 
therefor,  supported  by  evidence,  with  the 
Compliance  Commissioner  and  may  re¬ 
quest  oral  hearing  thereon,  which,  if 
requested,  shall  be  held  before  the  Com¬ 
pliance  Commissioner  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  at  the  earliest  convenient  date. 

Dated:  July  31,  1962. 

Forrest  D,  Hockersmith, 
Director,  Office  of  Export  Control. 

(P-R.  Doc.  62-7710;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:55  ajn.) 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR 
ADMINISTRATION 

Delegation  of  Authority 

The  material  appearing  at  26  F.R. 
12044-12045  of  December  15,  1961,  is 
superseded  by  the  following: 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  by  Reorga¬ 
nization  Plan  No.  5  of  1950,  there  is 
hereby  delegated  to  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  for  Administration 
the  authority  to  process  policy  issuances 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce  for  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  July  24,  1962. 

Luther  H.  Hodges. 

(P.R.  Doc.  62-7700;  Filed.  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:53  a.m.] 
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[Dept.  Order  No.  109  (Rev.);  Arndt.  1] 

BUREAU  OF  PUBLIC  ROADS 

Organization  and  Functions 

The  following  amendment  to  the  order 
was  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
on  July  9,  1962.  The  material  appearing 
at  26  F.R.  12536-12539  of  December  27, 
1961,  is  amended  as  follows: 

This  amendment  establishes  an  OflBce 
of  Right-Of-Way  and  Location  and  an 
Oflace  of  Audit  and  Investigations  in  the 
Bureau  of  Public  Roads.  Accordingly, 
Department  Order  No.  109  (Revised)  of 
December  6,  1961,  is  hereby  amended  as 
follows: 

Section  2  is  amended  by: 

1.  Substituting  in  2.04  2(1)  the  title 
“Project  Coordination  Division”  for 
“Route  and  Project  Coordination  Divi¬ 
sion.” 

2.  Deleting  2.04  2(4)  and  the  title 

“Right-Of-Way  Division.”  ' 

3.  Renumbering  2.04  2  (5),  (6),  and 
(7)  as  2.04  2  (4).  (5),  and  (6). 

4.  Deleting  2.04  6(7)  and  the  title 
“Project  Examining  Division.” 

5.  Add  a  new  2.04  9  and  the  title  “Of¬ 
fice  of  Right-Of-Way  and  Location.” 

6.  Add  a  new  2.04  10  and  the  title  “Of¬ 
fice  of  Audit  and  Investigations.” 

7.  Renumber  the  current  2.04  9  “Field 
Organization”  as  2.04  11  “Field  Organi¬ 
zation.” 

Section  6,  Functions  of  the  Office  of 
Engineering,  is  amended  to  read:  “The 
Oflflce  of  Engineering  is  responsible  for 
performing  all  functions  relating  to  the 
programing,  design,  and  construction  of 
projects  on  the  Federal-aid  primary  and 
secondary  highway  systems,  and  the  In¬ 
terstate  System,  and  to  the  maintenance 
of  roads  on  such  systems.  The  OfBce  of 
Engineering  includes  the  divisions  listed 
under  Section  2.04,  above,  which  divi¬ 
sions  plan,  implement,  and  supervise  ac¬ 
tivities  relating  to  (1)  annual  programs 
of  projects  proposed  by  the  States;  (2) 
development  of  Federal-aid  highway  de¬ 
sign  criteria  and  standards  for  the  loca¬ 
tion  and  geometric  and  structural  design 
of  highways,  including  pavement  and 
base  design,  highway  signing  and  light¬ 
ing,  aerial  surveying  and  photogram¬ 
me  try,  and  roadside  development;  (3) 
development  of  design  criteria,  stand¬ 
ards,  policies  and  practices  for  bridges, 
tunnels  and  incidental  structures  of  Fed¬ 
eral-aid  highways,  including  hydraulic 
and  hydrological  design  features;  (4) 
engineering  supervision  of  construction 
and  maintenance  phases  of  Federal-aid 
highway  programs,  including  develop¬ 
ment  of  standards  of  performance  and 
improvements  thereof  for  use  of  States 
in  Federal-aid  highway  construction  and 
maintenance  projects;  (5)  administra¬ 
tion  of  training  and  promotion  activities 
relating  to  the  secondary  roads  programs 
of  the  States;  and  (6)  development  of 
cost  estimates  on  the  National  System  of 
Interstate  and  Defense  Highways,  engi¬ 
neering  analysis  of  comprehensive  data 
on  the  progress  of  the  System,  and  prep¬ 
aration  of  reports  relating  thereto.” 

Section  7,  Functions  of  the  Office  of 
Research,  is  amended  as  follows:  Delete 
item  (6)  and  reniunber  current  items 
(7)  and  (8)  as  (6)  and  (7). 
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Section  10,  Functions  of  the  Office  of 
Administration  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  item  (1)  (c)  delete  the  word 
“auditing.” 

2.  Delete  item  (6) . 

Add  a  new  Section  13  to  read  as 
follows: 

Sec.  13.  Functions  of  the  Office  of 
Right-Of-Way  and  fjocation.  The  Office 
of  Right-Of-Way  and  Location  is  respon¬ 
sible  for  performing  all  engineering  and 
operational  functions  relating  to  (1)  de¬ 
termination  of  specific  route  locations  for 
Federal-aid  Interstate,  primary,  and 
secondary  systems;  and  the  extensions  of 
such  systems  into  urban  areas;  (2)  ac¬ 
quisition  of  rights-of-way  for  Federal- 
aid  highway  projects,  including  admin¬ 
istration  of  utilities  matters  pertaining 
to  right-of-way;  (3)  development  of 
standards  and  minimum  requirements 
for  use  of  States  in  right-of-way  acquisi¬ 
tion,  utilization  and  administration;  and 
(4)  review  of  State  laws  relating  to 
right-of-way. 

Add  a  new  Section  14  to  read  as 
follows: 

Sec.  14.  Functions  of  the  Office  of 
Audits  and  Investigations.  The  Office  of 
Audit  and  Investigations  is  responsible 
for  (1)  audit  of  State’s  claim  for  reim¬ 
bursement  of  the  Federal  share  of  the 
cost  of  approved  highway  projects;  (2) 
comprehensive  audit  of  all  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  activities  and  programs  to  (a) 
promote  orderly  and  effective  adminis¬ 
tration  and  prosecution  of  Federal-aid 
highway  programs,  proper  and  judicious 
expenditure  of  highway  funds,  and  safe¬ 
guards  to  Federal  Government  interests 
with  respect  to  Federal  highway  pro¬ 
grams.  and  (b)  determine  compliance 
with  laws  and  with  established  Public 
Roads  policies,  regulations,  engineering 
standards,  approved  specifications  and 
operating  procedures;  (3)  review  and 
evaluation  of  State  and  Bureau  adminis¬ 
trative  and  accounting  practices  and  pro¬ 
cedures  to  determine  the  adequacy  and 
effectiveness  of  management  controls; 
(4)  investigating  reports  or  information 
from  any  source  alleging  irregularity, 
fraud,  land  speculation,  collusion,  im¬ 
propriety  of  action  on  the  part  of  Public 
Roads  employees.  State  Highway  per¬ 
sonnel,  or  others;  or  any  other  violation 
of  or  noncompliance  with  requirements 
of  legislation  and  administrative  rules 
and  regulations  pertaining  to  the  high¬ 
way  programs  administered  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Public  Roads;  and  (5)  reporting 
the  findings  of  these  reviews  and  making 
such  recommendations  as  may  be  ap¬ 
propriate  to  the  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  his  use  in  determining  the 
action  to  be  taken  in  the  correction  of 
deficiencies  or  unsatisfactory  conditions. 

The  Director,  Office  of  Audit  and  In¬ 
vestigation  shall  report  directly  to  the 
Federal  Highway  Administrator  and  con¬ 
trol  all  activities  of  the  field  auditors,  in¬ 
cluding  the  preparation  of  performance 
ratings,  transfers,  promotions,  scope  of 
audit  program  and  work  assignments. 
However,  division  and  regional  auditors 
shall  be  responsible  to  division  and  re¬ 
gional  engineers  for  compliance  with 
local  administrative  regulations. 
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Renumber  current  sections  13  and  14 
as  sections  15  and  16. 

In  the  renumbered  section  15.022  de¬ 
lete  the  words  “and  auditing”  in  the  last 
line. 

Effective  date:  July  9,  1962. 

Herbert  W.  Klotz, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-7701;  PUed.  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:53  a.in.] 

[Dept.  Order  No.  117  (Rev.)  Amdt.  1] 

MARITIME  ADMINISTRATION 
Organization  and  Functions 

The  following  amendment  to  the  order 
was  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
on  July  10,  1962.  ’The  material  appear¬ 
ing  at  27  F.R.  3637-3641  of  April  17,  1962 
is  amended  as  follows : 

Department  Order  No.  117  (Revised) 
of  April  9.  1962,  section  2.02  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2.  Establishment  and  Organiza¬ 
tion.  .02  Maritime  Subsidy  Board. 
There  is  hereby  established  within  the 
Maritime  Administration  a  Maritime 
Subsidy  Board  which  performs  the  func¬ 
tions  described  in  Sections  4  and  6 
hereof.  The  Board  is  composed  of  the 
Maritime  Administrator,  the  Deputy 
Maritime  Administrator  and  the  General 
Counsel  of  the  Maritime  Administration, 
and  in  the  case  of  a  vacancy  in  the  Board 
or  the  absence  or  disability  of  one  of  its 
members  the  Comptroller  shall  act  as  a 
member  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board, 
each  of  whom  while  serving  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board  acts 
pursuant  to  direct  authority  from  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  and  exercises 
judgment  independently  of  authority 
otherwise  delegated  to  the  Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  The  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tor  or  the  Acting  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tor  serves  as  Chairman  of  the  Maritime 
Subsidy  Board.  The  concurring  votes  of 
two  members  shall  be  sufficient  for  the 
disposition  of  any  matter  which  may 
come  before  the  Board.” 

Effective  date:  June  25,  1962. 

Herbert  W.  EIlotz, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

[PH.  Doc.  62-7702;  PUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:54  aon.] 

[Dept.  Order  No.  134  (Rev.)  ] 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  OF  COM¬ 
MERCE  FOR  ADMINISTRATION 

Organization  and 'Functions 

The  following  order  was  issued  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  effective  June 
26. 1962,  and  supersedes  the  material  ap¬ 
pearing  at  26  F.R.  12047-12048  of  De¬ 
cember  15,  1961. 

Section  1.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of 
this  order  is  to  define  the  authorities,  re¬ 
sponsibilities,  and  duties  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Administra¬ 
tion. 
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NOTICES 


Sec.  2.  Administrative  designation. 
Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  the  position  of 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce,  es¬ 
tablished  by  Section  304  of  Public  Law 
471,  83d  Congress.  2d  Session,  approved 
July  2,  1954,  is  hereby  designated  as  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Sec.  3.  Delegation  of  authority.  .01 
Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  by  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  5  of  1950,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Administra¬ 
tion  is  hereby  authorized  to  perform  the 
functions  and  to  exercise  the  authority  of 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  on  all  mat¬ 
ters  of  administration  and  management 
within  the  Department  of  Conunerce. 

.02  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  for  Administration  may  redelegate 
the  authority  conferred  herein,  with  such 
conditions  and  limitations  as  he  deems 
appropriate,  to  any  oflBcer  or  employee 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce. 

Sec.  4.  Organization  of  Office  of  Assist- 
ant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Adminis¬ 
tration.  The  OfiBce  of  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Commerce  for  Administration 
shall  comprise: 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for 
Administration . 

Office  of  Administrative  Operations. 

Office  of  Budget  and  Management. 

Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Office  of  Publications  Management. 

Office  of  Investigations  and  Security. 

Office  of  Emergency  Readiness  Planning. 

Office  of  Internal  Audit. 

The  Appeals  Board  for  the  Department 
of  Commerce  shall,  for  administrative 
purposes,  be  deemed  to  be  a  part  of  the 
OfBce  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  for  Administration. 

Sec.  5.  Duties  and  responsibilities  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce 
for  Administration.  .01  TTie  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Administra¬ 
tion  is  the  principal  deputy  and  adviser 
to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  on  all  mat¬ 
ters  of  administration  and  management 
and  is  the  chief  ofQlcer  of  the  Department 
on  such  matters. 

.02  The  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Administration  shall  be 
the  principal  assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Administra¬ 
tion  and  shall  assume  the  full  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  during 
the  latter’s  absence. 

.03  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  for  Administration  shall: 

1  Prescribe  the  Department’s  policies, 
regulations,  and  programs  with  respect 
to  all  administrative  and  management 
activities  and  shall  direct  their  execu¬ 
tion; 

2  Perform  all  other  fimctions  and  ex¬ 
ercise  all  other  powers,  authorities,  and 
discretions  vested  in  the  Secretary  with 
respect  to  administrative  and  manage¬ 
ment  matters  as  delegated  to  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Adminis¬ 
tration  by  this  or  any  other  order; 


3  Provide  for  the  direction  and  super¬ 
vision  of  all  staff  service  offices  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary; 

4  In  collaboration  with  other  Secre¬ 
tarial  officers  and  officers  of  the  primary 
organization  units  of  the  Department, 
define  the  basic  objectives,  programs, 
functions,  relationships,  and  plans  of  or¬ 
ganization  of  the  Department; 

5  Develop  and  carry  out  defense  mo¬ 
bilization  programs  for  Government 
continuity  and  civil  defense;  and 

6  Carry  out  such  duties  and  respon¬ 
sibilities  as  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
may  assign. 

.04  More  specifically,  but  not  by  way 
of  limitation,  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Administration  shall: 

1  Prescribe  the  policies  and  programs 
and  provide  departmental  leadership  for 
the  following  major  activities  of  the 
Department: 

(1)  Budget  planning  and  administra¬ 
tion. 

(2)  Management  research  and  plan¬ 
ning. 

(3)  Organization  planning. 

(4)  Personnel  administration. 

(5)  Internal  audit  program. 

(6)  Administrative  operations  and 
services. 

(7)  Publications  program. 

(8)  Security  program. 

(9)  Civil  defense  program. 

2  Be  responsible  for  and  direct  the 
evaluation  of  all  the  Department’s  pro¬ 
grams  and  activities  in  terms  of  effici¬ 
ency  of  management  and  economy  of 
operations  with  a  view  to  improving 
management  and  effecting  economies  in 
operations; 

3  Be  responsible  for  and  direct  all 
activities  of  the  Department  relating  to 
interdepartmental  coordination  of  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  management  matters; 

4  Serve  as  the  representative  of,  and 
upon  designation  as  the  alternate  to, 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  on  all  com¬ 
mittees,  boards,  commissions,  services, 
and  organizations  constituted  with  au¬ 
thority  or  responsibilities  in  the  fields  of 
administration  and  management;  and 

5  Develop  and  provide  for  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  (1)  plans  to  insure  continuity  of 
essential  fimctions  of  the  Department 
in  event  of  attack  upon  the  United 
States,  and  (2)  civil  defense  plans  and 
programs  covering  facilities  and  self- 
protection,  and  civil  defense  assistance. 

Sec.  6.  Saving  provision.  .01  'This 
order  supersedes  Department  Order  No. 
134  (Revised)  of  October  11,  1961.  Ref¬ 
erences  in  other  orders  to  the  title  “As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  Public  Affairs’’  or 
“Executive  Assistant  to  the  Secretary’’ 
shall  be  construed  to  mean  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Administra¬ 
tion. 

.02  All  orders,  delegations  of  author¬ 
ity  and  other  actions  heretofore  issued 
or  taken  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Administration  and  Public 
Affairs  or  Executive  Assistant  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  and  in  effect  immediately  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  this  order  shall 
remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until 


hereafter  amended  or  revoked  under  ap¬ 
propriate  authority. 

Effective  date:  June  26,  1962. 

Herbert  W.  Klotz, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-7703;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:54  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

CERTIFICATES  AUTHORIZING  EM¬ 
PLOYMENT  OF  LEARNERS  AT  SPE¬ 
CIAL  MINIMUM  RATES 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  14  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  (52  Stat.  1G60,  as  amended, 
29  U.S.C.  201  et  seq.) ,  the  regulations  on 
employment  of  learners  (29  CFR  Part 
522) ,  and  Administrative  Order  No.  561 
(27  F.R.  4001)  the  firms  listed  in  this 
notice  have  been  issued  special  certifi¬ 
cates  authorizing  the  employment  of 
learners  at  hourly  wage  rates  lower  than 
the  minimum  wage  rates  otherwise  ap¬ 
plicable  under  section  6  of  the  Act.  The 
effective  and  expiration  dates,  occupa¬ 
tions,  wage  rates,  number  or  proportion 
of  learners,  learning  periods,  and  the 
principal  product  manufactured  by  the 
employer  for  certificates  issued  under 
general  learner  regulations  (§§  522.1 
to  522.9)  are  as  indicated  below.  Condi¬ 
tions  provided  in  certificates  i^ued 
under  special  industry  regulations  are 
as  established  in  these  regulations. 

Apparel  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(20  CFR  522.1  to  522.9,  as  amended,  and 
^29  CFR  522.20  to  522.25,  as  amended). 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  authorizing  the  employment  of 
10  percent  of  the  total  number  of  fac¬ 
tory  production  workers  for  normal 
labor  turnover  purposes.  The  effective 
and  expiration  dates  are  indicated. 

Albert  of  Arizona,  Inc.,  234  South  Exten¬ 
sion  Road,  Mesa,  Ariz.;  effective  7-18-62  to 

7- 17-63;  10  percent  of  the  total  number  of 
factory  production  workers  engaged  In  the 
production  of  underwear  and  sleepwear  from 
woven  fabrics  for  normal  labor  turnover 
pm-poses  (women’s  woven  lingerie). 

Bestform  Foundations  of  Pa.,  Inc.,  Baumer 
and  Cherry  Streets,  Johnstown,  Pa.;  effective 

8- 3-62  to  8-2-63  (brassieres,  girdles,  and  cor- 
selettes) . 

Butler  Garment  Co.,  422  South  McKean 
Street,  Butler,  Pa.;  effective  7-16-62  to  7- 
15-63  (women’s  blouses). 

Edinburg  Manufacturing  Corp.,  Edinburg, 
Va.;  effective  7-20-62  to  7-19-6E  (infants’  and 
children’s  dresses,  shirts,  and  pants) . 

The  Foster  Co.,  Greenville,  Ala.;  effective 
7-23-62  to  7-22-63  (men’s  pants) . 

Holly  Hill  Dress  Corp.,  HoUy  HiU,  S.C.; 
effective  7-20-62  to  7-19-63  (chUdren’s 
dresses) . 

Hortez  Manufactiu-ing  Co.,  Inc.,  100  South 
Cotton,  El  Paso,  Tex.;  effective  7-27-62  to 
7-26-63  (boys’  single  pants). 

Johnnye  Manufacturing  Co.,  Fourth  and 
Walnut,  Albion,  Ill.;  effective  7-19-62  to  7- 
18-63  (ladies’  dresses). 

Lacrosse  Sportswear  Corp.,  LaCrosse,  Va.; 
effective  7-20-62  to  7-19-63  (knitted  spxt 
shirts). 
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L’Alglon  Apparel.  Inc.,  Lurgan  Avenue, 
Shlppensbvirg,  Pa.;  effective  7-16-62  to  7- 
15-63  (ladles’ dresses). 

Lee  County  Mills,  Inc.,  Leesburg,  Qa.;  efifec> 
tive  7-23-62  to  7-22-63  (ladies’  and  children’s 
underwear). 

Moyer  Co.,  Commerce  and  Walnut  Streets, 
Youngstown,  Ohio;  effective  7-19-62  to  7- 
18-63  (men’s  slacks). 

Royal  Manufactviring  Co.,  Inc.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Ga.;  effective  7-22-62  to  7-21-63;  10 
percent  of  the  total  nxunber  of  factory  pro¬ 
duction  workers  engaged  in  the  production 
of  men’s  and  boys’  woven  sport  shirts  for 
normal  labor  tvirnover  p\irposes  (men’s  and 
boys’  woven  sport  shirts) . 

Seamprufe,  Inc.,  McAlester,  Okla.;  effective 

7- 17-62  to  7-16-63;  10  percent  of  the  total 
number  of  factory  production  workers  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  production  of  ladies’  woven  un¬ 
derwear  for  normal  labor  turnover  purposes 
(ladies’  woven  underwear). 

Toby  Manufactviring  Co.,  Inc.,  620-6  PYank- 
lin  Avenue,  Essex-Baltimore,  Md.;  effective 

8- 4-62  to  8-3-63  (work  pants). 

Tropical  Garment  Manufacturing  Co.,  2508 
Ivy  Street,  Tampa,  Fla.;  effective  7-20-62  to 
7-19-63  (men’s  and  boys’  shirts  and  vests) . 

Weatherbee  Coats,  Inc.,  461  East  Federal 
Street,  Youngstown,  Ohio;  effective  7-80-62 
to  7-29-63  (ladies’  rainwear). 

Wilson  Shirt  Co.,  2804  Wllco  Avenue, 
Augusta,  Ga.;  effective  7-24-62  to  7-23-63 
(men’s  shirts  and  pants) . 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  for  normal  labor  turnover  pur¬ 
poses.  The  effective  and  expiration 
dates  and  the  number  of  learners  au¬ 
thorized  are  indicated. 

Altamont  Garment  Co.,  North  Third  and 
Division  Streets.  Altamont,  lU.;  effective 
7-20-62  to  7-19-63;  10  learners  (boys’ 

trousers) . 

A.  Brash  &  Sons,  Inc.,  110  South  Hanover 
Street.  Baltimore,  Md.;  effective  7-23-62  to 

7- 22-63;  10  learners  (men’s  and  boys’  outdoor 
Jackets) . 

Calico  Lane  Dress  Co.,  Inc.,  9  School  Street, 
Jermyn,  Pa.;  effective  8-1-62  to  7-31-63;  five 
learners  (women’s  dresses). 

F  &  F  Outerwear,  Inc.,  312  Penn  Avenue, 
Scranton,  Pa.;  effective  7-19-62  to  7-18-63; 
five  learners  (men’s  and  boys’  outdoor  type 
coats) . 

Miller  &  Co.,  1549  Lawrence  Street,  Denver, 
Colo.;  effective  7-20-62  to  7-19-63;  10  learn¬ 
ers  (men’s  and  ladies’  western  shirts). 

Nahas  of  Texas,  Inc.,  10  Second  Street 
SW.,  Paris,  Tex.;  effective  7-23-62  to  7-22-63; 
10  learners  (children’s  blouses,  whole  and 
half  slips) . 

So-Rlte  Lingerie,  Bright  Building,  Keyser, 
W.  Va.;  effective  7-31-62  to  7-30-63;  10 
learners  (ladies’  pajamas  and  house  dusters) . 

Wildwood  Clothing  Co.,  Inc.,  112  East 
Schellenger  Avenue,  Wildwood,  N.J.;  effective 

8- 1-62  to  7-31-63;  10  learners  (ladies’  sports¬ 
wear — slacks  and  shorts). 

■  The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  for  plant  expansion  purposes.  The 
effective  and  expiration  dates  and  the 
number  of  learners  authorized  are 
indicated. 

Butler  Garment  Co.,  422  South  McKean 
Street,  Butler,  Pa.;  effective  7-16-62  to 
1-15-63;  60  learners  (women’s  blouses) . 

Charleston  Manufacturing  Co.,  Stark  In¬ 
dustrial  Park,  Charleston  Heights,  S.C.;  ef¬ 
fective  7-25-62  to  1-24-63;  35  learners 

(ladies’  dresses). 

Columbo  Garment  Co.,  158  West  Harrison 
Street,  Columbus,  Wls.;  effective  7-17-62  to 
1-16-63;  10  learners  (ladies’  slacks). 

Ralston-Harwood  Manufacturing  Corp., 
Marlon,  Va.;  effective  7-17-62  to  1-16-68;  20 
learners  (men’s  and  boys’  woven  pajamas). 


Metro  Pants  Co.,  Bridgewater,  Va.;  effec¬ 
tive  7-16-62  to  1-15-63;  12  learners  (boys’. 
Juniors’  and  men’s  pants). 

Ridgely  Manufacturing  Co.,  Ridgely,  Term.; 
effective  7-19-62  to  1-18-63;  25  learners 
(outdoor  quiU-lined  Jackets). 

Hosiery  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(29  CFR  522.1  to  522.9,  as  amended,  and 
29  CFR  522.40  to  522.43,  as  amended) . 

Adams-Mlllis  Corp.,  Bodenhamer  Street, 
Kernersville,  N.C.;  effective  7-20-62  to  7-19- 
63;  5  percent  of  the  total  number  of  factory 
production  workers  for  normal  labor  turn¬ 
over  purposes  (seamless). 

Mayo  Knitting  Mill,  Inc.,  Tarboro,  N.C.; 
effective  7-22-62  to  7-21-63;  5  percent  of  the 
total  number  of  factory  production  workers 
for  normal  labor  turnover  purposes  (seam¬ 
less  hosiery) . 

Knitted  Wear  Industry  Learner  Regu¬ 
lations  (29  CFR  522.1  to  522.9,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  and  29  CFR  522.30  to  522.35,  as 
amended) . 

Albert  of  Arizona,  Inc.,  234  South  Exten¬ 
sion  Road,  Mesa,  Arlz.;  effective  7-18-62  to 
7-17-63;  5  percent  of  the  total  number  of 
factory  production  workers  engaged  in  the 
production  of  underwear  and  sleepwear  from 
knitted  fabric  for  normal  labor  turnover  pur¬ 
poses  (ladies’  knitted  lingerie). 

Movie  Star  of  Ellisville,  EllisvlUe,  Miss.; 
effective  7-30-62  to  7-29-63;  6  percent  of  the 
total  number  of  factory  production  workers 
for  normal  labor  turnover  purposes  (ladies’ 
slips,  pants,  petticoats). 

Royal  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Ga.;  effective  7-22-62  to  7-21-63;  5 
percent  of  the  total  number  of  factory  pro¬ 
duction  workers  engaged  in  the  production 
of  men’s  and  boys’  woven  shorts  for  normal 
labor  turnover  purposes  (men’s  and  boys’ 
woven  shorts) . 

Seamprufe,  Inc.,  McAlester,  Okla.;  effec¬ 
tive  7-17-62  to  7-16-63;  5  percent  of  the 
total  number  of  factory  production  workers 
engaged  in  the  production  of  ladies’  knitted 
underwear  for  normal  labor  turnover  pur¬ 
poses  (slips  and  lingerie). 

Regulations  Applicable  to  the  Employ¬ 
ment  of  Learners  (29  CFR  522.1  to  522.9, 
as  amended) . 

Horace  Small  Manufacturing  Co.,  Cap  Di¬ 
vision,  1319  Lewis  Street,  Nashville,  Tenn.; 
effective  7-19-62  to  1-18-63;  25  learners  for 
plant  expansion  purposes,  in  the  occupation 
of  sewing  machine  operator  for  a  learning 
period, of  240  hours  at  the  rate  of  not  less 
than  $1.00  an  hour  (uniform  caps). 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  in  Puerto  Rico  to  the  companies 
hereinafter  named.  The  effective  and 
expiration  dates,  learner  rates,  occupa¬ 
tions,  learning  periods,  and  the  number 
or  proportion  of  learners  authorized  to 
be  employed,  are  as  indicated. 

Semiconductor  Industries,  Inc.,  611  Car¬ 
penter  Road,  Santurce,  PH.;  effective  7-9-62 
to  1-8-63;  120  learners  for  plant  expansion 
piuposes,  in  the  occupation  of  assembler: 
solderer  for  a  learning  period  of  480  hours  at 
the  rates  of  89  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  240 
hours  and  99  cents  an  hour  for  the  remain¬ 
ing  240  hours  (shooting  games,  megaphones, 
amplifiers,  walkie-talkies,  fish  callers,  and 
taf>e  recorders) . 

Star  Kist  Caribe,  Inc.,  Marina  Station, 
Mayaguez,  P.R.;  effective  7-5-62  to  1-4-63; 
50  learners  for  plant  expansion  purposes,  in 
the  occupation  of  tuna  fish  cleaner  and 
packer  for  a  learning  period  of  160  hours 
at  the  rates  of  87  cents  an  hour  for  the  first 
80  hoiurs  and  $1.01  an  hour  for  the  remaining 
80  hours  (canned  tuna  fish  and  byproducts) . 

Each  learner  certificate  has  been  issued 
upon  the  representations  of  the  employer 


which,  among  other  things,  were  that 
employment  of  learners  at  special  mini¬ 
mum  rates  is  necessary  in  order  to  pre¬ 
vent  curtailment  of  opportunities  for 
employment,  and  that  experienced  work¬ 
ers  for  the  learner  occupations  are  not 
available.  The  certificates  may  be  an¬ 
nulled  or  withdrawn,  as  indicated  there¬ 
in,  in  the  manner  provided  in  Part  528 
of  Title  29  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations.  Any  person  aggrieved  by  the 
issuance  of  any  of  these  certificates  may 
seek  a  review  or  reconsideration  thereof 
within  fifteen  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  29  CFR  522.9. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th 
day  of  July  1962. 

Robert  G.  Gronewald,  ^ 
Authorized  Representative 
of  the  Administrator. 

[PH.  Doc.  62-7708;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:54  ajn.] 


CERTIFICATES  AUTHORIZING  EM¬ 
PLOYMENT  OF  FULL-TIME  STU¬ 
DENTS  WORKING  OUTSIDE  OF 
SCHOOL  HOURS  IN  RETAIL  OR 
SERVICE  ESTABLISHMENTS  AT  SPE¬ 
CIAL  MINIMUM  WAGES 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  14  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  (52  Stat.  1060,  as  amended, 
29  U.S.C.  201  et  seq.) ,  the  regulations  on 
emplojmient  of  full-time  students  (29 
CFR  Part  519),  and  Administrative 
Order  No.  561  (27  PH.  4001)  the  estab¬ 
lishments  listed  in  this  notice  have  been 
issued  special  certificates  authorizing  the 
employment  of  full-time  students  work¬ 
ing  outside  of  school  hours  at  hourly 
wage  rates  lower  than  the  minimum 
wage  rates  otherwise  applicable  under 
section  6  of  the  Act.  The  effective  and 
expiration  dates,  tirpe  of  establishment 
and  total  number  of  employees  of  the 
establishment  are  as  indicated  below. 
Pursuant  to  §  519.6(b)  of  the  regula¬ 
tions,  the  minimum  certificate  rates  are 
not  less  than  85  percent  of  the  minimum 
applicable  imder  section  6  of  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Act. 

The  following  certificates  were  issued 
pursuant  to  29  CFR  519.6  (c)  and  (g) 
providing  for  an  allowance  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  the  proportion  of  the  total  number 
of  hours  worked  by  full-time  students 
at  rates  below  $1.00  an  hour  to  the  total 
number  of  hours  worked  by  all  em¬ 
ployees  in  the  establishment  during  the 
base  period,  or  10  percent,  whichever  is 
lesser,  in  occupations  of  the  same  gen¬ 
eral  classes  in  which  the  establishment 
employed  full-time  students  at  wages 
below  $1.00  an  hour  in  the  base  period. 

Region  HI 

W.  T.  Grant  Co.,  1541  Lehigh  Street.  Allen¬ 
town,  Pa.;  effective  6-26-62  to  6-25-63  (va¬ 
riety  store;  43  employees). 

W.  T.  Grant  Co.,  260  Delaware  Avenue, 
Palmerton,  Pa.;  effective  6-29-62  to  6-28-63 
(variety  store;  32  employees). 

W.  T.  Grant  Co.,  108  West  Fourth  Street, 
Williamsport,  Pa.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63 
(variety  store;  37  employees). 

W.  T.  Grant  Co..  2541  East  Market  Street, 
York,  Pa.;  effective  6-26-62  to  6-26-63  (va¬ 
riety  store;  41  employees). 
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McCrory  Stores.  117  North  Howard  Street, 
Baltimore,  Md.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63 
(variety  store:  66  employees) . 

McCrory-McLellan  Stores.  609  .Edgmont 
Avenue,  Chester,  Pa.;  effective  6-10-62  to  6- 

9- 63  (variety  store;  32  employees) . 
McCrory-McLellan  Stores,  1205-7-9  Market 

Street.  Philadelphia  7,  Pa,;  effective  6-10-62 
to  6-9-63  (variety  store;  63  emplo3rees). 

McCrory-McLellan  Stores,  644  Penn  Street. 
Reading.  Pa.;  effective  6-29-62  to  6-28-63 
(variety  store;  24  employees). 

McCrory-McLellan  Stores,  47-35  West 
Main  Street,  Waynesboro,  Pa.;  effective  6- 

10- 62  to  6-9-68  (variety  store;  33  employees) . 

O.  C.  Murphy  Co.  (#51).  518-20  Chartlers 
Street.  McKera  Rock.  Pa.;  effecUve  6-10-62 
to  6-9-68  (variety  store;  22  employees) . 

P.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  247  Seneca  Street, 
Oil  City,  Pa.;  effective  6-27-62  to  6-26-63 
(variety  store;  22  employees). 

P.  W.  Woolworth  Co..  427  Lacka  Avenue, 
Scranton,  Pa.;  effective  6-29-62  to  6-28-63 
(variety  store;  72  employees). 

Region  IV 

S.  H.  Kress  Sc  Co..  1900  Third  Avenue  North, 
Birmingham,  Ala.;  effective  6-10-62  to  6-9-63 
(variety  store;  76  employees). 

Region  V 

S.  S.  Kresge  Co.  (#240),  Cleveland,  Ohio; 
effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (variety  store;  21 
employees) . 

J.  J.  Newberry  Co.,  Lima,  Ohio;  effective 
7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (variety  store;  29  em¬ 
ployees). 

Region  VI 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores,  Brookfield,  Inc.,  2315 
North  124th  Street.  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.;  ef¬ 
fective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  92 
employees). 

Kohl’s  Pood  Stores,  Burleigh,  Inc.,  4623 
West  Burleigh  Street,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.; 
effective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  84 
employees). 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores.  Capitol,  Inc.,  5500  West 
Capitol  Drive.  Milwaukee  10.  Wls.;  effective 
6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  125'  em¬ 
ployees)  . 

Kohl’s  Pood  Stores,  Porest  Home,  Inc.,  7530 
West  Forest  Home  Avenue,  Milwaukee  10, 
Wls.;  effective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store; 
76  employees). 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores,  Fox  Point,  Inc.,  6940 
North  Santa  Monica  Bo\ilevard,  Milwaukee 
10,  Wls.;  effective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food 
store;  51  employees). 

Kohl’s  Pood  Stores,  Hsulley.  Inc.,  2777 

North  Teutonia  Avenue,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.; 

effective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  50 
employees) . 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores,  Holton,  Inc.,  3334 

North  Holton  Street,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.;  ef¬ 
fective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  67 
employees). 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores.  Lisbon,  Inc.,  9210  West 
Lisbon  Avenue,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.;  effective 
6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  80  employees), 
Kohl’s  Pood  Stores,  Loomis,  Inc.,  3555 

South  27th  Street,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.;  ef¬ 
fective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  112 
employees) . 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores,  1301  West  Forest  Home 
Avenue,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.;  effective  6-29- 
62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  62  employees) , 
Kohl’s  Food  Stores,  North  Co.,  8616  West 
North  Avenue,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.;  effective 
6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  96  employees). 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores,  Oakland.  Inc.,  4145 
North  Oakland  Avenue,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.; 
effective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  88 
employees). 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores,  Oklahoma,  Inc.,  5801 
West  Oklahoma  Avenue,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.; 
effective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  64 
employees) , 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores,  Port  Road,  Inc.,  5656 
North  Port  Washington  Road,  Milwaukee  10, 


Wls.;  effectl^  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store; 
84  employees). 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores,  Teutonia,  Inc.,  8728 
North  Teutonia  Avenue,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.; 
effective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  stmre;  41 
employees).  _ 

Kohl’s  Pood  Stores,  Vllet,  Inc.,  3824  West 
Vllet  Street,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.;  effective 
6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  36  employees) . 

Kohl’s  Food  Stores,  W.  Allis,  Inc.,  7546 
West  Greenfield  Avenue,  Milwaukee  10,  Wls.; 
effective  6-29-62  to  6-9-63  (food  store;  30 
employees). 

S.  S.  Kresge  Co.  (#387),  216  East  Broad¬ 
way,  Centralia,  Ill.;  effective  7-2-62  to  6-9-63 
(variety  store;  25  employees). 

S.  S.  Kresge  Co.  (#168),  622  St.  Germain 
Street,  St.  Cloud,  Minn.;  effective  7-2-62  to 
6-9-63  (variety  store;  25  employees). 

McCrory-McLellan-Green  Stores.  116  M. 
Washington,  Green  Bay,  Wls.;  effective  6-26- 

62  to  6-9-63  (variety  store;  16  employees). 
Neisner  Brothers,  Inc.  (#26),  417  Main 

Street.  Evansville.  Ind.;  effective  7-2-62  to 

6- 9-63  (variety  store;  37  employees). 

Skinner,  Chamberlain  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  225 

South  Broadway,  Albert  Lea,  Minn.;  effective 

7- 10-62  to  6-9-63  (department  store;  73 
employees) . 

Region  VII 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#11),  Liberal,  Kans.; 
effective  7-9-62  to  7-8-63  (department  store; 

10  employees). 

Hested’s  Store  (#719),  216  West  Third 
Street,  Grand  Island,  Nebr.;  effective  6-11-62 
to  6-19-63  (variety  store;  13  employees). 

P.  W.  Woolworth  Co.  (#247),  18-22  North 
Tejon  Street,  Colorado  Springs,  Colo.;  effec¬ 
tive  6-26-62  to  6-26-63  (variety  store;  47 
employees) . 

Region  VIII 

C,  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#165),  1228  Grape 
Street,  Abilene,  Tex.;  effective  7-9-62  to  7-8- 

63  (department  store;  12  employees). 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#62),  Big  Spring.  Tex.; 
effective  7-9-62  to  7-8^3  (department  store; 
25  employees). 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#20) ,  Borger,  Tex.;  ef¬ 
fective  7-9-62  to  7-8-63  (department  store; 

19  employees). 

C.  R.  Anthony  Cd.  (#40) ,  Elk  City,  Okla.; 
effective  7-16-62  to  7-15-63  (department 

store;  12  employees). 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#66),  Enid,  Okla.; 

effective  7-9-62  to  7-8-63  (department 

store;  11  employees). 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#161) ,  Hobbs.  N.  Mex.; 
effective  7-9-62  to  7-8-63  (department 

store;  18  employees) . 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#187) ,  Loblngton,  N. 
Mex.;  effective  7-9-62  to  7-8-63  (depart¬ 
ment  store;  13  employees). 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#170),  340  East  Side 
Boulevard,  Muskogee,  Okla.;  effective  7-16- 
62  to  7-15-63  (department  store;  17  em¬ 
ployees)  . 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#103),  3436  SW.  29th, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.;  effective  7-9-62  to  7- 

8- 63  (department  store;  22  employees). 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#61),  Victoria,  Tex.; 
effective  7-12-62  to  7-11-63  (department 
store;  15  employees). 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.  (#84),  Dumas,  Tex.; 
effective  7-9-^2  to  7-8-63  (department  store; 

11  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#26) ,  Box  578,  Carrlzzozo,  N. 
Mex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-^3  (food  store; 
six  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#29),  4430  Marsalis,  Dallas, 
Tex.;  effective  '7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food  store; 
28  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#30) .  2366  Oates  Drive,  Dallas, 
Tex.;  effective  '7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food  store; 

20  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#34),  4511  McKinney,  Dallas, 
Tex.;  effective  '7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food  store; 
31  employees.) 

Food  Mart  (#31),  910  Delaware,  Ala¬ 
mogordo,  N.  Mex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63 
(food  store;  10  employees). 


Food  Mart  (#36) ,  2639  West  Davis,  Dallas. 
Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food  store; 
22  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#37) .  201  Kelst  ViUage,  Dallas. 
Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food  store; 
33  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#41).  4311  Live  Oak.  Dallas, 
Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food  store; 
28  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#23),  524  South  Stanton,  El 
Paso,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food 
store;  10  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#24),  7444  Gateway  Boule¬ 
vard,  El  Paso,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9- 
63  (food  store;  16  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#27),  303  South  Stanton,  El 
Faso.  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food 
store;  eight  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#2).  3204  Camp  Bowie,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food 
store;  13  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#3),  3724  Decatvir,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food  store; 
14  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#4).  3107  HemphlU,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63 
(food  store;  17  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#5) ,  2005  North  Main,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food 
store;  13  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#7),  2001  Eighth  Avenue,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food 
store;  16  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#38),  805  East  Seminary,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food 
store;  21  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#39),  2406  Azle,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food  store; 
13  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#42),  202  Orchard  Hills,  Gar¬ 
land,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food 
store;  21  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#32),  300  West  Hvust  Boule¬ 
vard,  Hvu'st,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63 
(food  store;  20  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#35),  100  Village  Center,  Irv¬ 
ing,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food 
store;  20  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#30) .  Main  and  Plcacho,  Las 
Cruces,  N.  Mex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63 
(food  store;  20  employees) . 

Food  Mart  (#29) .  West  Second,  Roswell,  N. 
Mex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63  (food  store; 
33  employees). 

Food  Mart  (#31),  310  South  Main, 

Weatherford,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9- 
63  (food  store;  16  employees) . 

T.  G.  &  Y,  Stores  Co.,  d/b/a  T.  G.  ft  Y. 
Stores  Co.  (#174),  1219  South  34th  Street, 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.;  effective  7-9-62  to  7-8-63 
(variety  store;  16  employees) . 

Region  IX 

C.  R.  Anthony  Co.,  5050  West  Indian 
School  Road,  Phoenix,  Arlz.;  effective  7-6- 
62  to  7-5-63  (department  store;  15  em¬ 
ployees)  . 

S.  H.  Kress  &  Co.,  1117  Fort  Street,  Hono¬ 
lulu,  Hawaii;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63  (va¬ 
riety  store;  142  employees). 

Willow  Variety,  Inc.,  d/b/a  T.G.  ft  Y.  Stores 
Co.,  5020  West  Indian  School  Road,  Phoenix, 
Arlz.;  effective  7-11-62  to  7-10-63  (variety 
store;  19  employees) . 

Region  X 

Big  Star  Discount  Food  Center,  2398  Ross- 
vllle  Boulevard,  Chattanooga,  Tenn.;  effective 

6- 11-62  to  6-10-63  (food  store;  63  employees) . 
Hofhelmer’s,  Inc.,  Newmarket  Shopping 

Center,  Newport  News,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to 

7- 4-63  (shoe  store;  25  employees). 
Hofhelmer’s,  Inc.,  3215  Washington  Avenue, 

Newport  News,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63 
(shoe  store;  16  employees) . 

Hofhelmer’s,  Inc.,  7531  Granby  Street,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63  (shoe 
store;  39  employees) . 

Hofheimer’s,  Inc.,  325  Granby  Street,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63  (shoe 
store;  65  employees) . 
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Hofhelmer’s,  Inc.,  127  Clixirch  Street,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-68  (shoe 
store;  10  employees) . 

Hofhelmer’s,  Inc.,  90  Janaf  Shopping  Cen¬ 
ter,  Norfolk,  Va,;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63 
(shoe  store;  24  employees) . 

Hofheimer’s,  Inc.,  3920  George  Washington 
Highway,  Portsmouth,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to 
7-4-63  (shoe  store;  eight  employees). 

Hofheimer’s,  Inc.,  228  High  Street,  Ports¬ 
mouth,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63  (shoe 
store;  18  employees). 

Hofheimer’s.  Inc.,  1120  Fredrick  Boulevard, 
Portsmouth,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63 
(shoe  store;  25  employees). 

Hofheimer’s.  Inc.,  300  East  Broad  Street, 
Richmond,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63 
(shoe  store;  10  employees) . 

Hofheimer’s,  Iiuj.,  7021  Three  Chopt  Road, 
Richmond,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63 
(shoe  store;  15  employees) . 

Hofheimer’s,  Inc.,  3120  West  Cary  Street, 
Richmond.  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63 
(shoe  store;  14  employees) . 

Hofheimer’s,  Inc.,  417  East  Broad  Street, 
Richmond,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4-63 
(shoe  store;  30  employees) . 

Hofheimer’s,  Inc.,  305  Sduth  Jefferson 
Street,  Roanoke,  Va.;  effective  7-5-62  to  7-4- 
63  (shoe  store;  10  employees) . 

Lerner  Shops  Store  (#124),  12-14  North 
Sycamore  Street,  Petersburg,  Va.;  effective 
7-6-62  to  7-5-63  (apparel  store;  21  employ¬ 
ees)  . 

Rose’s  5-10-25^  Store,  Barracks  Road  Shop¬ 
ping  Center,  Charlottesville,  Va.;  effective 
6-30-62  to  6-29-63  (variety  store;  40  em¬ 
ployees)  . 

Sterllng’s-Alrways,  Inc.,  2240  Lamar  Ave¬ 
nue,  Memphis,  Tenn.;  effective  6-10-62  to 

6- 9-63  (variety  store;  24  employees) . 

The  following  certificates  wBre  Issued 
to  establishments  coming  into  existence 
after  May  1, 1960,  under  paragraphs  (c) , 
(d) ,  (g) ,  and  (h)  of  §  519.6  of  29  CFR 
Part  519.  ^The  certificates  permit  the 
emplojunent  of  full-time  students  at  rates 
below  $1.00  an  hour  in  the  classes  of 
occupations  listed,  and  provide  for  limi¬ 
tations  on  the  percentage  of  full-time 
student  hours  of  employment  at  rates 
below  $1.00  an  hour  to  total  hours  of 
employment  of  all  employees.  The  per¬ 
centage  limitations  vary  from  month  to 
month  between  the  minimum  and  maxi¬ 
mum  figures  indicated. 

Bonifay  Shopworth  Store,  Inc.,  226  North 
Waukesha  Street,  Bonifay,  Fla.;  effective 

7- 14-62  to  7-13-63;  bag  boy,  carry-out;  be¬ 
tween  9.2  percent  and  9.9  percent  (food  store; 
12  employees) . 

Colonial  Stores,  Inc.,  5756  Bralnerd  Road, 
Chattanooga  11,  Tenn.;  effective  7-12-62  to 
7-11-63;  bagger,  carry-out,  clerk,  checker; 
between  6.9  percent  and  10  percent  (food 
store;  17  employees) . 

Colquitt  Plggly  Wiggly,  Inc.,  209  West  Col¬ 
lege  Street,  Colquitt,  Ga.;  effective  7-14-62  to 
7-13-63;  bag  boy,  carry-out;  between  9.2  per¬ 
cent  and  9.8  percent  (food  store;  10  employ¬ 
ees)  . 

Evergreen  Plggly  Wiggly,  Inc.,  2-6  Cooper 
Street,  Evergreen,  Ala.;  effective  7-14-62  to 
7-13-63;  bag  boy,  carry-out;  between  9.5  per¬ 
cent  and  10  percent  (food  store;  17  employ¬ 
ees)  , 

Gracevllle  Plggly  Wiggly,  Inc.,  Cotton 
Street,  Gracevllle,  Fla.;  effective  7-14-62  to 
7-13-63;  bag  boy,  carry-out;  between  9.1  per¬ 
cent  and  9.9  percent  (food  store;  15  employ¬ 
ees)  . 

Jupiter  (#4533),  2330  North  Front  Street, 
Philadelphia  33,  Pa.;  effective  7-14-62  to 
7-13-63;  sales  clerk;  10  percent  each  month, 
(variety  store;  17  employees). 


Jupiter  Discount  Store,  101  First  Avenue 
East,  Newton,  Iowa;  effective  7-14-62  to 
7-13-^;  sales  clerk;  between  0  and  5.1  per¬ 
cent  (variety  store;  12  employees). 

K-Mart,  108  South  Adams  Stareet,  Peoria, 
Ill.;  effective  7-14-62  to  7-13-63;  sales  clerk; 
between  3.9  percent  and  10  percent  (variety 
store;  67  employees). 

Marianna  Plggly  Wiggly,  Inc.,  n/e  West 
Lafayette  Street,  Marianna,  Fla.;  effective 
7-14-62  to  7-13r63;  bag  boy,  carry-out;  be¬ 
tween  8.9  percent  and  9.7  percent  (food  store; 

21  employees). 

McCrory-McLellan-Green  Stores  (#337), 
Jackson  Heights  Plaza,  Murfreesboro,  Tenn.; 
effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63;  selling,  porter, 
clerk;  between  1.8  percent  and  10  percent 
(variety  store;  32  employees). 

Neisner  Brothers,  Inc.  ( #184) ,  1101  Eighth 
Avenue,  Palmetto,  Fla.;  effective  7-14-62  to 
7-13-63;  sales  clerk,  stock  clerk,  porter;  be¬ 
tween  9.8  percent  and  10  percent  (variety 
store;  24  employees) . 

J.  J.  Newberry  Co.  ( #559) ,  400  North  Main 
Street,  Mitchell,  S.  Dak.;  effective  7-12-62  to 
7-11-63;  sales  clerk,  stock  clerk,  office  clerk; 
between  6.1  percent  and  10  percent  (variety 
store;  82  employees) . 

Raylass  Department  Store,  232  South  Elm 
Street,  Greensboro,  N.C.;  effective  7-13-62  to 
7-12-63;  clerical,  selUng,  stock- work,  mark¬ 
ing,  Janitorial;  between  9.9  percent  and  10 
percent  (department  store;  14  employees) , 
Sam  Glass  Mlnimax,  Inc.,  2000  North  10th, 
McAllen,  Tex.;  effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63; 
carry-out,  bagger,  porter;  between  8.9  percent 
and  10  percent  (food  store;  37  employees).  ^ 
F.  W.  Wool  worth  Co.  (#2476),  5840  South 
Pulaski  Road,  Chicago  29,  Ill.;  effective  7- 
10-62  to  7-9-63;  sales  clerk;  10  percent  each 
month  (variety  store;  41  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  2545-55  East  79th 
Street,  Chicago  49,  Ill.;  effective  7-9-62  to 
7-8-63;  sales  clerk;  10  percent  each  month 
(variety  store;  65  employees) . 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  39  Meadowview  Cen¬ 
ter,  Kankakee,  HI.;  effective  7-9-62  to  7-8-63; 
sales  clerk;  between  4.1  percent  and  10  per¬ 
cent  (variety  store;  27  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  200  East  Sangamon 
Avenue,  Rantoul,  Ill.;  effective  7-10-62  to 
7-9-63;  sales  clerk;  stock  clerk;  between  2.5 
percent  and  10  percent  (variety  store;  32 
employees) . 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.  (#2551),  Southern 
Plaza  Shopping  Center,  4200  South  East 
Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  effective  7-6-62  to 
7-5-63;  sales  clerk;  between  6.7  percent  and 
10  percent  (variety  store;  65  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  Perry  Hall  Shopping 
Center,  4327  Joppa  Road,  Baltimore,  Md.; 
effective  7-10-62  to  7-9-63;  sales  clerk;  be¬ 
tween  7.1  percent  and  10  percent  (variety 
store;  34  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.  (#2585),  Relsters- 
town  Road  Plaza,  6550  Relsterstown  Rd., 
Baltimore,  Md.;  effective  7-7-62  to  7-6-63; 
sales  clerk;  between  6.0  percent  and  10  per¬ 
cent  (variety  store;  31  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  Relsterstown  Shop¬ 
ping  Center,  11933  Relsterstown  Rd.,  Relsters¬ 
town,  Md.;  effective  7-7-62  to  7-6-63;  sales 
clerk;  between  6.0  percent  and  10  percent 
(variety  store;  20  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.  (#1085),  201  South 
Front  Street,  Dowaglac,  Mich.;  effective  7-14- 
62  to  7-13-63;  sales  clerk;  between  8.4  percent 
and  10  percent  (variety  store;  20  employees) , 
F.  W,  Woolworth  Co.,  Crest  Plaza  Shopping 
Center,  1500  Cedar  Crest  Blvd.,  Allentown, 
Pa.;  effective  7-12-62  to  7-11-63;  sales  clerk, 
stock  clerk;  between  2.2  percent  and  10  per¬ 
cent  (variety  store;  34  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  Plymouth  Square 
Shopping  Center,  Ridge  Avenue  and  Butler 
Pike,  Conshohocken,  Pa.;  effective  7-7-62  to 
7-6-63;  sales  clerk;  between  8.4  percent  and 
10  percent  (variety  store;  35  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  Duquesne  VillEige 
Shopping  Center,  1868  Homeville  Road, 
Duquesne,  Pa.;  effective  7-7-62  to  7-6-63; 


sales  clerk,  stock  clerk;  between  23  percent 
and  10  percent  (variety  store;  16  emplojrees) . 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  Colonial  Park  Shop¬ 
ping  Center,  U.S.  Route  22  and  Colonial  Road, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.;  effective  7-9-62  to  7-8-63; 
sales  clerk,  stock  clerk;  between  0  and  10 
percent  (variety  store;  26  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  Knights-Haven 
Shopping  Center,  Knights  Road  and  Wood- 
haven  Avenue,  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  effective 
7-7-62  to  7-6-63;  sales  clerk,  stock  clerk; 
between  2.3  percent  and  10  percent  (variety 
store;  27  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  Keyser  Oak  Shop¬ 
ping  Center,  1700  North  Keyser,  Scranton, 
Pa.;  effective  7-9-62  to  7-8-63;  sales  clerk; 
between  3.9  percent  and  10  percent  (variety 
store;  34  employees). 

F.  W.  Woolworth  Co.,  160a  South  Oak  Cliff 
Shopping  Center,  Dallas  16,  Tex.;  effective 
7-9-62  to  7-8-63;  sales  clerk;  between  0  and 
10  percent  (variety  store;  65  employees). 

Each  certificate  has  been  issued  upon 
the  representations  of  the  employer 
which,  among  other  things,  were  that 
employment  of  full-time  students  at 
special  minimum  rates  is  necessary  to 
prevent  curtailment  of  opportunities  for 
employment,  and  the  hiring  of  full-time 
students  at  special  minimum  rates  will 
not  tend  to  displace  full-time  employees. 
The  certificates  may  be  annulled  or  with¬ 
drawn,  as  indicated  therein,  in  the  man¬ 
ner  provided  in  Part  528  of  Title  29  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Any  per¬ 
son  aggrieved  by  the  issuance  of  any  of 
these  certificates  may  seek  a  review  or 
reconsideration  thereof  within  fifteen 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  29  CFR  519.9. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  July  1962. 

Robert  G.  Gronewald, 
Authorized  Representative 
of  the  Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-7709;  FUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:54  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Public  Health  Service 
LICENSED  BIOLOGICAL  PRODUCTS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
section  351  of  the  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  262) ,  and 
regulations  issued  thereunder  (42  CFR 
Part  73) ,  the  following  establishment  li¬ 
cense  and  product  license  actions  have 
been  taken  from  April  16,  1962,  to  July 
15,  1962,  inclusive.  These  lists  are  sup¬ 
plementary  to  the  lists  of  licensed  estab¬ 
lishments  and  products  in  effect  on  April 
15,  1962,  published  on  June  8,  1962,  in 
27  F.R.  5440. 


Estabushuent  Lkenses  Issued 


Establishment 

License 

No. 

Date 

Scientific  Blood  Bank,  Inc., 

345 

May  29, 1962 

June  IS,  1962 

Ohio  Valley  Blood  Servloo,  Inc., 
Evansville,  Fnd.  _  .  _  . 

346 

Aurora  Arm  Blood  Bank, 
Aurora,  Ill  . _  _ _ 

223 

July  11,1963 
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Pbodtx^t  Licenses  Issued 


Product 


Antl-Lu*  Serum  (Anti-Lutheran) . 

Packed  Red  Blood  Cells  (Human) . 

Single  Donor  Plasma  (Human).. . 

Hepariniied  Whole  Blood  (Human) . . 

Poliovirus  Vaccine,  Live,  Oral,  Ty^  3 . 

Packed  Red  Blood  Cells  (Human) . 

CItrated  Whole  Blood  (Human) . . . 

Anti-Rh  Typlni?  Serum,  Anti-rh'  (Anti-C)... 
Anti-Rh  Typing  Serum,  Anti-rh"  (Anti-E).. 

Anti-Rh  Typing  Serum,  Antl-hi'  (Anti-<0 _ 

.  Auti-Rh  Typing  Serum,  Anti-rh»  (Anti-C*). 

Heparinized  Whole  Blood  (Human).. . 

Single  Donor  Plasma  (Human) . 

Heparinized  Whole  Blood  (Human) . 

Heparinized  Whole  Blood  (Human) . . 

Packed  Red  Blood  Cells  (Human) . 

Single  Donor  Plasma  (Human) . . 

Citrated  Whole  Blood  (Human) . 

Packed  Red  Blood  Cells  (Human)... . 

Heptulnized  Whole  Blood  (Human) . . 

Heparinized  Whole  Blood  (Human) . 

Antl-Rh  Typing  Serum,  Antl-Rho'  (Anti- 
CD). 


Establishment 


Knickerbocker  Biologicals,  Inc . 

Milwaukee  Blood  C^ter,  Inc . . 

Aurora  Blood  Bank  and  Donors  Society . 

Ihtcrstate  Blood  Bank,  Inc . 

Wyeth  Laboratories,  Inc . '.... 

Philadelphia  Serum  Exchange . . 

Scientific  Blood  Bank,  Inc . 

Spectra  Biologicals,  Inc . 

_ do . 

_ do _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

. do . I 

Belle  Bonfils  Memorial  Blood  Bank . 

. do . . 

Knickerbocker  Biologicals,  Inc . I 

Community  Blood  and  Plasma  Service,  I 
Inc. 

Community  Blood  Bank  and  Serum  Service. 

Brooklyn  Donor  Center,  Inc . 

Ohio  Vnll(^  Blood  Service,  Inc . . 

Brooklyn  Donor  Center,  Inc . 

Interstate  Blood  Bank,  Inc.  of  Chicago,  HI.. 

Michael  Reese  Research  Foundation . 

Spectra  Biologicals,  Inc . 


Dense 

>40. 

Date 

164 

Apr.  30,  1962 

187 

May  17, 1962 

222 

Do. 

173 

Do. 

3 

Do. 

139 

May  29,  1962 

345 

Do. 

344 

M8^29,  1962 

Do. 

Do. 

166 

June  8, 1962 

Do. 

164 

Do. 

224 

Do. 

295 

June  11,1962 

278 

Do. 

346 

June  15,1962 

278 

June  21,1962 

305 

June  28,1962 

113 

July  3, 1962 

344 

July  11,1962 

Estarushment  Licenses  Revoked  Without  Prejudice 


Establishment  — 

License 

No. 

Date 

Universal  Blood  Service,  Inc.,  Jamaica,  N.Y. . 

335 

Apr.  30,1962 
June  6, 1962 
July  11,1962 

Passaic  Blood  Bank,  Inc^Passaic,  N.J . 

293 

Aurora  Blood  Bank  and  Donors  Society,  Aurora,  Ill... . 

222 

Estarushuent  Licenses  Revoked 


Establishment 

License 

Date 

No. 

Cappel  Laboratories,  Inc.,  West  Chester,  Pa . 

307 

Apr.  30,1962 

Product  Licenses  Revoked  Without  Prejudice 


Product 

Establishment 

License 

No. 

Date 

Citrated  Whole  Blood  (Human) . 

Universal  Blood  Serviee,  jne  ...  . 

335 

April  30, 1962 
May  29, 1962 
Do. 

Normal  Human  Plasma... . 

Merck  Sharp  &  Dohme _ 

2 

Bacterial  Vaccines  made  from  Colon  Ba- 

. do . 

dllus,  Friedlander  Bacillus,  Influenza 
Bacillus,  Micrococcus  Catarrhalis,  Pneumo¬ 
coccus,  Staphylococcus  Albus,  Staphylo¬ 
coccus  Aureus,  and  Streptococcus. 

Sensitized  Bacterial  Vaccines  made  from 

. do . . 

Do. 

Cholera  Vibrio  and  Colon  Bacillus. 
Staphylococcus  Toxoid . 

_ do . . . 

Do. 

Rocky  Mountain  Spotted  Fever  Vaccine.... 

_ do . . 

Do. 

Product  Licenses  Revoked 


Product 

Establishment 

License 

Date 

No. 

Anti-Human  Serum . 

307 

AprU  30, 1962 

Approved:  July  16,  1962. 

Roderick  Murray, 
Director,  Division  of  Biologies 
Standards,  National  Insti¬ 
tutes  of  Health,  Public 
Health  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

Approved:  July  24,  1962. 

J.  Stewart  Hunter, 
Assistant  to  the  Surgeon  Gen¬ 
eral  for  Information,  Public 
Health  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

(PJl.  Doc.  62-7698;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962* 
8:52  am.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  No.  13390] 

SLICK  AIRWAYS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Slick  Airways,  Inc. 
Enforcement  Proceeding. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled- matter  is  assigned  to  be 
held  on  August  28, 1962,  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.s.t., 
in  Room  911,  Universal  Building,  Con¬ 
necticut  and  Florida  Avenues  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner 
William  J.  Madden. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  31, 
1962. 

[SEAL]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[PJl.  Doc.  62-7711;  PUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:55  a.m.] 


SERVICE  TO  SPOKANE 

(Docket  No.  9093] 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  is  assigned  to  be  held  on 
August  16,  1962,  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in 
Room  911,  Universal  Building,  Connecti¬ 
cut  and  Florida  Avenues  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  before  Examiner  Thomas  L. 
Wrenn. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  30, 
1962. 

[SEAL]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

(PJl.  Doc.  62-7712;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:55  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  Nos.  14739, 14740;  PCC  62-845] 

EDINA  CORP.  AND  TEDESCO,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Designating  Applications  for  Con¬ 
solidated  Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Edina  Corp., 
Edina,  Minnesota,  Docket  No.  14739,  File 
No.  BP-14018,  requests  1080  kc,  10  kw, 
DA-1,  U,  Class  II;  Tedesco,  Inc.,  Bloom¬ 
ington,  Minnesota,  Docket  No.  14740, 
File  No.  BP-15272,  requests  1080  kc,  10 
kw,  50  kw-LS-,  DA-2,  U,  Class  11;  for 
construction  permits. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  (a)  the  above-captioned 
and  described  applications;  (b)  a  "Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration”  filed  on  May  3, 
1962,  by  Edina  Corporation,  directed 
against  the  Commission’s  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order,  23  R.R.  458  (FCC 
62-390),  of  April  11,  1962,  accepting  for 
filing  the  above-captioned  application 
of  Tedesco,  Inc. ;  (c)  pleadings  responsive 
to  the  petition  for  reconsideration;  (d) 
a  "Petition  to  Deny”  filed  on  December 
14,  1961,  by  the  Times  Herald  Printing 
Company,  licensee  of  Station  KRLD, 
Dallas,  Texas,  and  supplemented  on 
March  15,  1962,  directed  against  the 
above-captioned  application  of  Edina 
Corporation;  and  (e)  responsive  plead¬ 
ings  to  the  petition  to  deny. 

2.  Edina  grounds  its  petition  for  re¬ 
consideration  on  the  theory  that  the 
Commission  did  not  rule  specifically  on 
the  applicability  of  §  1.309(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  to  the  Tedesco  ap¬ 
plication,  by  its  action  of  April  11,  1962, 
supra,  accepting  for  filing  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  application  of  Tedesco,  Inc.  Sec¬ 
tion  1.309  of  the  rules  deals  with  re¬ 
petitious  applications.  Section  1.309(a) 
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applies  to  applications  for  new  stations^ 
or  any  modifications  of  existing  services, 
or  facilities  that  were  dismissed  with 
prejudice.  Section  1.309(b)  provides 
that  applications  filed  by  the  same  class 
of  station  in  the  same  area  will  not  be 
considered  until  final  disposition  of  an 
appeal  taken  upon  denial  of  the  original 
application.  The  original  application 
that  Edina  claims  is  the  basis  for  the 
applicability  of  §  1.309  to  the  Tedesco 
application  was  an  application  for  as¬ 
signment  of  license  and  permit  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WMIN,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota;  thus, 
the  Tedesco  application  is  not  one  for  a 
new  station  or  a  modification  of  facili¬ 
ties.  Section  1.309(a)  therefore,  would 
not  be  applicable.  Section  1.309(b)  must 
be  read  in  pari  materia  with  §  1.309(a)  of 
the  rules,  thus  limiting  its  applicability  to 
proposals  for  new  stations  or  modifica¬ 
tions  of  existing  stations.  The  petition 
must  be  denied. 

3.  KRLD,  in  its  petition,  and  supple¬ 
ment  thereto,  claims  standing  because 
the  proposed  operation  of  Edina  will 
cause  obectionable  interference  to  its 
nighttime  operation  in  violation  of  §  3.182 
of  the  Commission’s  rules.  The  Edina 
application  as  amended,  indicates  on 
the  basis  of  the  proposed  maximum  ex¬ 
pected  operating  values  of  radiation  in 
pertinent  directions  toward  the  night¬ 
time  secondary  service  area  of  Station 
KRLD,  that  adequate  protection  would 
be  afforded.  However,  in  consideration 
of  the  wide  angle  suppression  proposed 
towards  KRLD,  a  grant  of  the  Edina  Cor¬ 
poration  proposal  will  be  appropriately 
conditioned  upon  the  submission  of  a 
study,  based  upon  anticipated  variations 
in  phase  and  magnitude  of  currents  in 
the  individual  antenna  towers,  with  the 
application  for  a  license,  to  clearly  in¬ 
dicate  that  the  inverse  distance  field 
strength  at  one  mile  can  be  maintained 
within  the  maximum  expected  operating 
values  of  radiation  specified  on  the  radia¬ 
tion  pattern. 

4.  The  proposals  of  Edina  Corporation 
and  Tedesco,  Inc.,  would  receive  night¬ 
time  interference  affecting  more  than  10 
percent  of  the  population  within  their 
normally  protected  primary  service 
areas;  but  both  comply  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  contained  in  §  3.28(d)  (3)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  in  that  both  proposals 
would  provide  the  first  standard  broad¬ 
cast  nighttime  service  to  Edina  and 
Bloomington,  Minnesota,  respectively, 
provided  that  for  the  provisions  of  said 
§  3.28(d)  (3),  the  listed  cities  are  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  separate  communities.  A 
contingent  §  3.28(d)  (3)  issue  is  included. 

5.  On  February  14,  1962,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  designated  for  hearing  in  Docket  No. 
14528  (PCC  62-187)  an  application  for 
a  new  standard  broadcast  station  at 
Chisholm,  Minnesota  on  the  following 
issue,  inter  alia,  “To  determind  whether 
Nicholas  and  Victor  J.  Tedesco  have 
‘ trafficked’  or  attempted  to  ‘traflfick’  in 
broadcast  authorization.’’;  and  a  grant  of 
the  application  of  Tedesco,  Inc.,  should 
be  appropriately  conditioned  on  the  out¬ 
come  of  the  proceedings  in  said  Docket 
No.  14528. 


0.  The  following  additional  matters 
are  to  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  issues  specified  below: 

a.  The  subject  applications  are  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive. 

b.  A  substantial  question  exists  as  to 
whether  the  operation  proposed  by  Edina 
Corporation  represents  sound  engineer¬ 
ing  practice  in  that  a  portion  of  the  city 
of  Edina  is  located  in  the  area  of  maxi- 
miim  signal  suppression. 

c.  The  RSS  nighttime  limitation  con¬ 
tour  of  the  Edina  Corporation  proposal 
does  not  appear  to  serve  all  of  the  city 
sought  to  be  served  as  required  by  section 
3.188  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

d.  It  has  yet  to  be  determined  whether 
the  antenna  system  proposal  by  Edina 
Corporation  would  constitute  a  menace 
to  air  navigation. 

e.  The  aerial  site  photographs  sub¬ 

mitted  by  Tedesco,  Inc.,  are  of  insuffi¬ 
cient  clarity  to  determine  whether  the 
proposed  antenna  system  would  be  rea¬ 
sonably  free  of  deleterious  effects  from 
nearby  structions.  ^ 

f.  A  substantial  question  exists  as  to 
whether  the  proposals  of  Edina  Corpo¬ 
ration  and  Tedesco,  Inc.,  are  designed  to 
serve  the  Minneapolis-St.  Paul  area 
rather  than  Edina  and  Bloomington 
respectively,  and  it  must  initially  be  de¬ 
termined  whether  or  not  a  choice  can 
be  made  between  the  subject  applica¬ 
tions  on  the  basis  of  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  section  307  (b)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934.  If  a  choice  cannot 
be  made  on  the  aforementioned  basis 
then  the  determination  will  be  made  on 
the  basis  of  a  comparative  issue. 

g.  Victor  J.  Tedesco  and  his  brother 
Nicholas,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Tedesco  brothers,  are  President  and 
Vice  President  respectively  and  together 
own  28.6  percent  of  the  subject  appli¬ 
cant’s  voting  stock.  The  Tedesco 
brothers  are  also  officers,  directors  and 
stockholders  of  the  licensees  of  Station 
WIXK,  New  Richmond,  Wisconsin  and 
Station  KCUE,  Red  Wing,  Minnesota. 
Together  the  Tedesco  brothers  own  45 
and  40  percent  of  the  voting  stock  of  the 
aforementioned  stations.  Stations  WIXK 
and  KCUE  are  located  approximately  45 
miles  from  Bloomington,  Minnesota  and 
both  of  their  normally  protected  service 
areas  (0.5  mv/m  contours)  are  almost 
entirely  enclosed  by  the  0.5  mv/m  con¬ 
tour  of  the  instant  proposal.  'There  is 
also  substantial  overlap  of  the  2  mv/m 
contours.  Due  to  the  proximity  of 
Bloomington,  Minnesota,  New  Rich¬ 
mond,  Wisconsin,  and  Red  Wing,  Min¬ 
nesota,  it  will  be  necessary  to  determine 
the  hearing  ordered  below  whether  a 
grant  of  the  instant  application  would 
be  in  contravention  of  §  3.35(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.  In  addition  to  the 
overlap  situation,  a  substantial  question 
exists  regarding  the  geographical  con¬ 
centration  of  the  broadcast  interests  of 
the  Tedesco  brothers  within  a  radius  of 
280  miles  of  Minneapolis-St.  Paul.  Their 
holdings,  including  the  instant  proposal 
are  as  follows: 


Per¬ 

cent 

int^est 

Can 

Locatloo 

Power 

28.6 

BP-16161. 

Depre,  Wii . . 

1  kw,  10  k'w- 
LS. 

28.6 

BP-15272. 

Bloomington, 

Minn. 

10  kw,  50  kw- 
LS. 

28.6 

KWKY.. 

Des  Moines, 

Iowa. 

1  kw. 

100.0 

BP-14416. 

Chisholm,  Mbm. 

5  kw. 

40.0 

KCUE... 

Red  Wing,  Minn. 

1  kw. 

46.0 

WIXK... 

New  Ridimond, 
Wis. 

5  kw. 

100.0 

KFNF... 

Shenandoah, 

Iowa. 

500  w,  1  kw- 
LS. 

Accordingly,  in  considering  the 
Bloomington  proposal  and  §  3.35  of  the 
rules,  it  appears  appropriate  to  con¬ 
sider  the  size,  extent  and  location  of  the 
areas  served  and  to  be  served,  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  the  overlap  involved;  the  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  residing  within  the  over¬ 
lap  area;  the  classes  of  stations  involved; 
the  extent  of  other  competitive  service 
to  the  areas  in  question;  the  extent  to 
which  the  stations  will  rely  on  the  same 
revenue  and  program  sources;  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  programming  that  the  sta¬ 
tions  will  present  with  particular  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  needs  of  the  communities 
they  are  designated  to  serve;  the  ad¬ 
vertising  practices  of  the  stations;  the 
source  of  program  material  and  talent 
for  each  station;  and  such  other  facts 
as  will  tend  to  demonstrate  that  the 
overlap  and/or  concentration  of  con¬ 
trol  involved  will  or  will  not  be  in  contra¬ 
vention  of  §  3.35  of  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

h.  'The  operations  proposed  by  Edina 
Corporation  and  Tedesco,  Inc.,  meet  the 
criteria  of  §  1.351  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  as  amended  January  31,  1962. 

i.  In  view  of  the  outstanding  proposed 
rule  making  proceeding.  Docket  No. 
14419,  with  respect  to  presimrise  opera¬ 
tion  Class  n  and  HI  stations  with  day¬ 
time  facilities,  and  grant  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  Tedesco,  Inc.,  in  this  proceeding 
should  be  appropriately  conditioned. 

7.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  unable  to  make  the  statutory 
finding  that  a  grant  of  the  subject 
applications  would  serve  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  convenience,  and  necessity,  and 
is  of  the  opinion  that  the  applications 
must  be  designated  for  hearing  in  a  con¬ 
solidated  proceeding  on  the  issues  set 
forth  below: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  ap¬ 
plications  are  designated  for  hearing  in 
a  consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  would  receive  primary  serv¬ 
ice  from  the  proposed  operations  of 
Edina  Corporation  and  Tedesco,  Inc.,  and 
the  availability  of  other  primary  service 
to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  a  portion  of 
the  city  sought  to  be  served  by  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  Edina  Corporation  is  in  an  area 
of  maximum  signed  suppression,  and,  if 
so  whether  the  propos^  directional  an¬ 
tenna  system  represents  good  engineer- 


7694 


NOTICES 


ing  practice,  especially  in  light  of  the 
normally  expected  wide  variations.  In 
signal  stren^h  occuring  in  null  areas 
of  directional  pattern. 

3.  To  determine  whether,  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  §  3.28(d)  (3) ,  Bloomington,  Min¬ 
nesota,  and  Edina,  Minnesota,  are  sepa¬ 
rate  communities. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  event  it  is 
concluded  pursusmt  to  Issue  No.  3,  that 
Bloomington,  Minnesota,  and  Edina, 
Minnesota,  are  not  separate  communities 
as  contemplated  by  §  3.28(d)  (3)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  whether  the  inter¬ 
ference  received  by  each  instant  proposal 
from  any  of  the  proposals  herein  and  any 
existing  stations  would  affect  more  than 
ten  percent  of  the  population  within  its 
normally  protected  primary  service  area 
in  contravention  of  §  3.28(d)  (3)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  and,  if  so,  whether 
circumstances  exist  which  would  warrant 
a  waiver  of  said  section. 

5.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  instant  proposal  of  Tedesco,  Inc., 
would  be  in  contravention  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  3.35(a)  of  the  Commission 
rules  with  respect  to  multiple  ownership 
of  standard  broadcast  stations. 

6.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of  the 
instant  proposal  of  Tedesco,  Inc.,  would 
be  in  contravention  of  §  3.35(b)  of  the 
Commission  rules  with  respect  to  concen¬ 
tration  of  control. 

7.  To  determine  whether  there  is  a 
reasonable  possibility  that  the  tower 
height  and  location  proposed  by  Edina 
Corporation  would  constitute  a  menace 
to  air  navigation. 

8.  To  determine  whether  the  instant 
proposal  of  Edina  Corporation  would 
provide  coverage  of  the  city  sought  to 
be  served,  as  required  by  §  3.188  of  the 
Commission  rules,  and,  if  not,  whether 
circiunstarices  exist  which  would  warrant 
a  waiver  of  said  section. 

9.  To  determine  the  transmitter  site 
proposed  by  Tedesco,  Inc.,  is  satisfactory 
with  particular  regard  to  any  conditions 
that  may  exist  in  the  vicinity  of  the  an¬ 
tenna  system  which  would  distort  the 
proposed  antenna  pattern. 

10.  To  determine  in  light  of  §  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  which  of  the  instant  proposals 
would  provide  a  fair,  efficient  and  equi¬ 
table  distribution  of  radio  services. 

11.  To  determine,  in  the  event  it  is 
concluded  that  a  choice  between  the  in¬ 
stant  applications  should  not  be  based 
solely  on  considerations  relating  to  sec¬ 
tion  307(b) ,  which  of  the  operations  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  above -captioned  applications 
would  better  serve  the  public  interest  in 
the  light  of  the  evidence  adduced  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  foregoing  issues  and  the  record 
made  with  respect  to  the  significant  dif¬ 
ferences  between  the  applicants  as  to: 

a.  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  having  a  bearing  on  the  applicant’s 
ability  to  own  and  operate  the  proposed 
station. 

b.  The  proposals  of  each  of  the  instant 
applicants  with  respect  to  the  manage¬ 
ment  and  operation  of  the  proposed 
station. 

c.  The  programming  service  proposed 
In  each  of  the  instant  applications. 

12.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 


going  issues  which  if  either,  of  the  in¬ 
stant  applications  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration  filed  by  Edina 
Corporation  is  hereby  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered,  'That  the  Petition 
to  Deny  filed  by  the  Times  Herald  Print¬ 
ing  Company  is  granted  to  the  extent 
indicated  above  and  is  denied  in  all 
other  respects. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  is  made  a  party  to  the 
proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  application  of  Edina 
Corporation,  the  construction  permit 
shall  be  conditioned  as  follows: 

Permittee  shall  submit  a  study,  based 
upon  anticipated  variations  in  phase  and 
magnitude  of  current  in  the  individual 
antenna  towers,  with  the  application  for 
a  license,  to  clearly  indicate  that  the 
inverse  distance  field  intensity  at  one 
mile  can  be  maintained  within  the  max¬ 
imum  exp>ected  operating  values  (M.E. 
O.V.)  of  radiation  specified  on  the  radi¬ 
ation  pattern. 

This  authorization  is  subject  to  com¬ 
pliance  by  permittee  with  any  applicable 
procedures  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency. 

It  is  further  ordered,  'That,  in  the 
event  of  a  grant  of  the  application  of 
Tedesco,  Inc.,  the  construction  permit 
shall  contain  the  following  conditions: 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  presunrise  oper¬ 
ation  with  daytime  facilities,  the  present 
provisions  of  §  3.87  of  the  Commission 
rules  are  not  extended  to  this  authori¬ 
zation,  and  such  operation  is  precluded. 

Pinal  action  with  respect  to  this  ap¬ 
plication  shall  be  withheld  until  dispo¬ 
sition  action  is  taken  with  respect  to  the 
proceedings  in  Docket  No.  14528,  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  construction  permit  for 
a  new  standard  broadcast  station  in 
Chisholm,  Minnesota. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  and  party  re¬ 
spondent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of 
the  Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in 
this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Commimications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of 
the  hearing,  either  individually  or,  if 
feasible,  jointly,  within  the  time  and  in 
the  manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and 
shall  advise  the  Commission  of  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
§  1.362(g)  of  the  rules. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  the  issues 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  may 
be  enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his 
own  motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed 
by  a  party  to  the  proceeding,  and  upon 
sufficient  allegations  of  fact  in  support 
thereof,  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
issue:  To  determine  whether  the  funds 
available  to  the  applicant  will  give  rea¬ 


sonable  assurance  that  the  proposals  set 
forth  in  the  application  will  be 
effectuated. 

'  Adopted:  July  25, 1962. 

Released:  July  31, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.R.  "Doc.  62-7716;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:56  ajn.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14736,  14737;  FCC  62-843] 

FIVE  CITIES  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC., 
AND  DOUGLAS  COUNTY  BROAD¬ 
CASTING  CO. 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 

Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 

Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Five  Cities  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.,  Austell,  Georgia,  Docket 
No.  14736,  File  No.  BP-14410,  requests 
1520  kc,  1  kw  (500  w  C.H.) ,  Day,  Class  II; 
Bolling  Branham  tr/as  Douglas  County 
Broadcasting  Company,  Douglasville, 
Georgia,  Docket  No.  14737,  File  No.  BP- 
14731,  requests  1520  kc,  1  kw  (500  w 
C.H.),  Day,  Class  U;  for  construction 
permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  25th  day  of 
July  1962; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  applications; 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  each  of 
the  instant  applicants  is  legally,  techni¬ 
cally,  financially  and  otherwise  qualified 
to  construct  and  operate  the  instant 
proposals;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  above- 
captioned  applications  are  mutually  ex¬ 
clusive;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  in  view  of  the 
foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable  to 
make  the  statutory  finding  that  a  grant 
of  the  subject  applications  would  serve 
the  public  interest,  convenience,  and 
necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
applications  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding  on 
the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  appli¬ 
cations  are  designated  for  hearing  in  a 
consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  each  of  the  abo\  e-captioned 
applications  and  the  availability  of  other 
primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

2.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  section 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the  instant 
proposals  would  better  provide  a  fair, 
efficient  and  equitable  distribution  of 
radio  service. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  event  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  a  choice  between  the  instant 
applications  should  not  be  based  solely 
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on  considerations  relating  to  section  307 
(b) ,  which  of  the  operations  proposed  in 
the  above-captioned  applications  would 
better  serve  the  public  interest,  in  light 
of  the  evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues  and  the  record  made 
with  respect  to  the  significant  difference 
between  the  applicants  as  to: 

(a)  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  having  a  bearing  on  the  applicant’s 
ability  to  own  and  operate  the  proposed 
standard  broadcast  station. 

(b)  The  proposals  of  each  of  the  in¬ 
stant  applicants  with  respect  to  the 
management  and  operation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  stations. 

(c)  The  programing  services  pro¬ 
posed  in  each  of  the  instant  applications. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  which,  if  either,  of  the  in¬ 
stant  applications  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  any  of  the  instant  pro¬ 
posals,  the  construction  permit  shall  con¬ 
tain  the  following  conditions: 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  presunrise  opera¬ 
tion  with  daytime  facilities,  the  present 
provisions  of  §  3.87  of  the  Commission 
rules  are  not  extended  to  this  authoriza¬ 
tion.  and  such  operation  is  precluded. 

This  authorization  is  subject  to  com¬ 
pliance  by  permittee  with  any  applicable 
procedures  of  the  FAA. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  pursuant  to  §  1.140 
of  the  Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in 
this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or,  if  feas¬ 
ible,  jointly  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 
.of  such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.362(g) 
of  the  rules. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  the  issues 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  may 
be  enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his 
own  motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed 
by  a  party  to  the  proceeding,  and  upon 
sufficient  allegations  of  fact  in  support 
thereof,  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
issue:  To  determine  whether  the  funds 
available  to  the  applicant  will  give  rea¬ 
sonable  assurance  that  the  proposals  set 
forth  in  the  application  will  be  effectu¬ 
ated. 

Released:  July  31,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  62-7718;  Filed.  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:56  a.m.] 

No.  150 - 4 


[Docket  No.  14733;  FCC  62-840] 

HUDSON  VALLEY  BROADCASTING 
CORP.  (WEOK) 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Hudson  Valley 
Broadcasting  Corp.  (WEOK),  Pough¬ 
keepsie,  New  York,  Docket  No.  14733, 
File  No.  BP-14590,  has  1390  kc,  5  kw, 
DA-D,  Class  III,  requests  1390  kc,  1  kw, 

5  kw-LS,  DA-2,  U  Class  III-B;  for  con¬ 
struction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  25th  day  of 
July  1962; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  application; 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  the  instant 
applicant  is  legally,  technically,  finan¬ 
cially,  and  otherwise  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  instant  proposal; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  the  follow¬ 
ing  matters  are  to  be  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  aforementioned  issues 
specified  below: 

1.  The  subject  proposal  causes  inter¬ 
ference  to  and  receives  interference  from 
the  following  proposals  with  which  it  is 
not  timely  filed: 

BP-12266,  Ellenvllle,  N.Y.,  and  BP-12742, 
Ellenville,  N.Y.,  Docket  No.  13257  et  al. 

2.  The  normally  protected  nighttime 
contour  of  the  proposed  Class  in-B  oper¬ 
ation  would  be  4  mv/m.  According  to 
the  applicant’s  figures,  however,  the 
nighttime  interference  free  service  area 
will  be  limited  to  the  25.7  mv/m  con¬ 
tour.  A  total  of  22,117  persons  within 
the  normally  protected  service  area,  or 
30.4  precent,  would  fail  to  receive  night¬ 
time  service  from  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tion.  Since  this  figure  exceeds  the 
permissible  percentage  in  §  3.28(d)  (3) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  the  subject 
application  must  be  denied  unless  it  can 
be  determined  that  a  waiver  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  would  be  in  the  public  interest.  The 
applicant  has  requested  waiver  of  this 
provision  and  therefore,  an  issue  will  be 
included  to  develop  such  facts  as  may 
indicate  that  a  waiver  of  the  rule  would, 
or  would  not  be  in  the  public  interest. 

3.  According  to  the  applicant’s  figures, 
a  total  of  126  square  miles  within  the 
normally  protect^  service  contour  or 
85.6  percent  of  this  area  would  fail  to 
receive  nighttime  service  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation.  It  would  appear  there¬ 
fore  that  the  subject  proposal  may  be 
inefficient  within  the  meaning  of  §  3.24 
(b)  of  the  rules. 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  subject  application  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  application  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 


of  1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  appli¬ 
cation  is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  whjph  may  be  expected  to  gain 
or  lose  primary  service  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  of  Station  WEOK  and 
the  availability  of  other  primary  service 
to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  instant 
proposal  of  WEOK  would  cause  objec¬ 
tionable  interference  to  the  proposed 
operations  in  applications  File  Nos.  BP- 
12266  and  BP-12742  Ellenville,  New 
York,  or  any  existing  standard  broad¬ 
cast  stations,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and 
extent  thereof,  the  areas  and  populations 
affected  thereby,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

3.  To  determine  whether  circumstan¬ 
ces  exist  which  would  warrant  a  waiver 
of  §  3.28(d)  (3)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  with  regard  to  the  nighttime 
operation  proposed  by  the  subject 
application. 

4.  To  determine  because  of  interfer¬ 
ence  received,  whether  the  nighttime 
proposal  of  Station  WEOK  would  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  requirements  of  §  3.24 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

5.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the 
instant  application  would  serve  the 
public  interest,  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  Catskills 
Broadcasting  Company  and  Ellenville 
Broadcasting  Company  applicants  for 
new  standard  broadcast  facilities  at 
Ellenville,  New  York,  are  made  parties 
to  the  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  subject  application,  the 
construction  permit  shall  contain  the 
following  conditions: 

Permittee  shall  accept  such  interfer¬ 
ence  as  will  result  from  a  grant  of  either 
BP-12266  or  BP-12742  for  new  standard 
broadcast  stations  in  Ellenville,  New 
York. 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  pre-sunrise  opera¬ 
tion  with  daytime  facilities,  the  present 
provisions  of  §  3.87  of  the  Commission 
rules  are  not  extended  to  this  authoriza¬ 
tion,  and  such  operation  is  precluded. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  parties  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  pursuant  to  S  1.140  of  the 
Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by  attor¬ 
ney,  shall  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance  stat¬ 
ing  an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date 
fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of 
the  hearing,  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and 
shall  advise  the  Commission  of  the  pub- 
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lication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
S  1.362(g)  of  the  rules. 

Released:  July  31.  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

[seal]  Bin  F.  Wapli. 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  62-7719;  Filed.  Aug.  2.  1962; 
8:56  a.in.] 


[Docket  No.  14735;  FCC  62-842] 

MANCHESTER  BROADCASTING  CO. 
(WMSR) 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Murray  Chumley 
tr/as  Manchester  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany  (WMSR).  Manchester.  Tennessee. 
Docket  No.  14735,  File  No.  BP-14659,  has 
1320  kc,  1  kw.  Day.  Class  in.  requests 
1320  kc.  500  w,  5  kw-LS,  DA-N,  U,  Class 
ni-B,  for  construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington.  D.C..  on  the  25th  day  of 
July.  1962; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  application; 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specific  below,  the  instant 
applicant  is  legally,  technically,  finan¬ 
cially,  and  otherwise  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  instant  proposal; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  matters  are  to  be  considered  in  con- 
•  necUon  with  the  aforementioned  issues 
specified  below: 

The  proposed  operations  will  apparent¬ 
ly  be  limited  to  an  interference-free 
nighttime  contour  of  15.77  mv/m  re¬ 
sulting  in  an  area  loss  of  approximately 
81  percent  and  a  population  loss  of  ap¬ 
proximately  43  percent  within  its  nor¬ 
mally  protected  nighttime  contour.  This 
proposal  complies  with  nighttime  first 
service  exception  to  §  3.28(d)  (3)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  but  a  question 
obtains  as  to  whether  the  proposed 
nighttime  operation  represents  an  effi¬ 
cient  utilization  of  the  channel,  pursuant 
to  §  3.24(b)  of  the  rules. 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  subject  application  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  aiH>lication  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  applica¬ 
tion  is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  aresis  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  proposed 
operation  of  Station  WMSR  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether,  because  of 
the  interference  received,  ttie  proposed 
nighttime  operation  would  be  consistent 
with  S  3.24(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 


3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  in¬ 
stant  application  would  serve  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cation,  the  construction  permit  shall  be 
conditioned  as  follows: 

Permittee  shall  accept  any  interfer¬ 
ence  that  may  result  to  the  subject  pro¬ 
posal  in  event  of  a  subsequent  grant  of 
the  Childress  Broadcasting  Corporation 
of  Murphy  proposal.  File  No.  BP-13061, 
Murphy,  North  Carolina  or  the  McLen¬ 
don  Birmingham  Broadcasting  Company 
Incorporated  proposal.  File  No.  BP- 
14778,  Birmingham,  Alabama. 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  pre-sunrise  opera¬ 
tion  with  daytime  facilities,  the  present 
provisions  of  §  3.87  of  the  Commision’s 
rules  are  not  extended  to  this  author¬ 
ization.  and  such  operation  is  precluded. 

Before  program  tests  are  authorized, 
permittee  shall  submit  sufficient  field 
intensity  measurement  data  to  establish 
that  the  daytime  radiation  has  been  re¬ 
duced  to  essentially  392  mv/m  5  kw,  as 
proposed. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
itself  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard, 
the  applicant  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of  the 
Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney,  shall  within  20  days  of  the  mail¬ 
ing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of  the 
Commission  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  within  Uie  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and 
shall  advise  the  Commission  of  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
S  1.362(g)  of  the  rules. 

Released:  July  31,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  62-7720;  FUed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:57  aju.] 


[Docket  No.  14742;  FCC  62-848] 

MARLIN  T.  OBIE  AND 
HENRY^  G.  TWETEN 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Marlin  T.  Obie 
and  Henry  G.  Tweten,  Mayville,  North 
Dakota,  Docket  No.  14742,  File  No.  BP- 
14248,  requests  1520kc,  250w,  Day;  for 
constniction'  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C..  on  the  25th  day  of 
July  1962; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  application; 


It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  the  appli¬ 
cant  is  legally,  technically,  financially 
and  otherwise  qualified  to  construct  and 
operate  the  proposed  station  but  that 
Marlin  T.  Obie  is  the  individual  licensee 
of  Station  KRAD,  East  Grand  Forks, 
Minnesota,  and  that  the  primary  service 
area  of  the  proposed  station  will  serve  a 
portion  of  the  service  area  of  KRAD 
which  may  be  substantial  within  the 
meaning  of  §  3.35(a)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  on  multiple  ownership ;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  advised  the  applicant  of  the  fore¬ 
going  by  letter  of  Janury  4.  1962;  that  in 
response  to  the  Commission’s  letter  the 
applicant  submitted  an  affidavit  of  a 
qualified  radio  engineer  stating  that 
KRAD  serves  Mayville  with  a  signal  of 
1.0  mv/m;*  that  the  proposed  Mayville 
station  would  serve  East  Grand  Forks 
with  a  siginal  of  less  than  0.5  mv/m; 
that  an  area  of  169  square  miles  would 
receive  a  signal  from  both  KRAD  and 
the  proposed  Mayville  station  of  2 
mv/m  and  that  the  population  within 
this  area  is  1360  or  8.8  percent  of  the 
population  within  the  2  mv/m  contour 
of  the  proposed  Mayville  station;  that  55 
percent  of  the  proposed  Mayville  pri¬ 
mary  service  area  wherein  31,900  persons 
reside  does  not  receive  a  signal  of  0.5 
mv/m  from  KRAD;  that  seven  standard 
broadcast  stations  now  serve  the  area 
which  would  receive  a  signal  of  2  mv/m 
or  better  from  both  KRAD  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  Mayville  station;  that  eleven 
standard  broadcast  stations  serve  the 
area  which  would  receive  a  signal  of  0.5 
mv/m  or  better  from  both  KRAD  and 
the  proposed  Mayville  station;  and  that 
the  consulting  engineer  has  met  com¬ 
munity  leaders  and  business  men  in 
Masrville  who  have  indicated  that  there 
is  no  station  in  the  Red  River  Valley 
between  Grand  Forks  and  Fargo  and 
that  the  needs  of  the  Mayville  commu¬ 
nity  could  best  be  served  by  establishing 
a  standard  broadcast  station  at  May¬ 
ville;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  imable,  on  the  basis  of  the  infor¬ 
mation  before  it,  to  determine  that  a 
grant  of  the  instant  application  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
application  must  be  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing  to  determine  whether  a  grant  of  the 
application  would  be  in  contravention  of 
§  3.35(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
that  in  reaching  this  determination  it  is 
appropriate  to  consider  the  size,  extent 
and  location  of  the  areas  served;  the 
extent  of  the  overlap  involved;  the  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  residing  within  the  overlap 
area;  the  classes  of  stations  involved;  the 
extent  of  other  competitive  service  to  the 
areas  in  question;  the  extent  to  which 
the  stations  will  rely  on  the  same  revenue 
and  program  sources;  the  nature  of  the 
programming  that  the  stations  will  pre¬ 
sent  with  particular  reference  to  the 
needs  of  the  communities  they  are  de¬ 
signed  to  serve;  the  advertising  practices 


^Mayville  has  a  population  of  2168  (1960 
Census),  and  therefore  a  signal  strength  of 
1  mv/m  provides  primary  service  to  May¬ 
ville.  See  §  3.182(g)  of  the  Commission’! 
rules. 
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of  the  stations;-  the  source  of  program 
material  and  talent  for  each  station;  and 
such  other  factors  as  will  tend  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  overlap  involved  will  or 
will  not  be  in  contravention  of  §  3.35(a) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules ; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  application  is  des¬ 
ignated  for  hearing,  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order, 
upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  would  receive  primary  serv¬ 
ice  from  the  proposed  operation  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of  the 
instant  proposal  would  be  in  contraven¬ 
tion  of  the  provisions  of  §  3.35(a)  of  the 
Commission  rules  with  respect  to  mul¬ 
tiple  ownership  of  standard  broadcast 
stations. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  in¬ 
stant  application  would  serve  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered,  Tliat,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  application  of  Marlin  T. 
Obie  and  Henry  G.  Tweten  the  construc¬ 
tion  permit  shall  contain  the  following 
condition: 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  presunrise  opera¬ 
tion  with  daytime  facilities,  the  present 
provisions  of  §  3.87  of  the  Commission 
rules  are  not  extended  to  this  authoriza¬ 
tion,  and  such  operation  is  precluded. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail  it¬ 
self  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard,  the 
applicant,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of  the 
Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by  attor¬ 
ney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance  stat¬ 
ing  an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date 
fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  within  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 
of  such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.362(g) 
of  the  rules. 

Released:  July  31,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  62-7721;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:57  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14741;  PCC  62-847] 

NEW  MADRID  COUNTY  BROAD¬ 
CASTING  CO.  (KMIS) 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  J.  Shelby  McCal- 
lum.  Smith  J.  Dunn  and  Jewel  P.  White, 
d/b  as  New  Madrid  County  Broadcasting 
Company  (KMIS),  Portageville,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Docket  No.  14741,  Pile  No.  BP- 


14758;  has  1050  kc,  250  w.  Day.  Class  n. 
requests  1050  kc,  1  kw.  Day,  Class  II,  for 
construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  25th  day  of 
July  1962; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  application; 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specif!^  below,  the  instant 
applicant  is  legally,  technically,  finan¬ 
cially,  and  otherwise  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  instant  proposal; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  following 
matters  are  to  be  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  aforementioned  issues 
specified  below: 

1.  The  proposal  would  cause  objection¬ 
able  interference  to  Station  WNES,  Cen¬ 
tral  City,  Kentucky. 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  subject  application  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  application  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  applica¬ 
tion  is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  may  be  expected  to  gain 
or  lose  primary  service  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  of  Station  KMIS  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  instant 
proposal  of  Station  KMIS  would  cause 
objectionable  interference  to  Station 
WNES,  Central  City,  Kentucky,  or  any 
other  existing  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent 
thereof,  the  areas  and  populations  af¬ 
fected  thereby,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the 
instant  application  would  serve  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered,  'That  Muhlen¬ 
berg  Broadcasting  Company,  licensee  of 
Station  WNES,  Central  City,  Kentucky, 
is  made  a  4>arty  to  the  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  applications  of  KMIS, 
the  construction  permit  shall  contain  the 
following  conditions: 

Permittee  shall  submit  with  the  appli¬ 
cation  for  license,  antenna  resistance 
measurements  made  in  accordance  with 
§  3.54  of  the  Commission  rules. 

Permittee  shall  accept  any  interference 
received  in  the  event  of  a  subsequent 
grant  of  the  application  of  Mid-States 
Broadcasting  Company  requesting  au¬ 
thority  to  change  the  facilities  of  Station 
WDZ,  Decatur,  Illinois,  to  1050  kc  5  kw, 
DA-D  (BP-15040). 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  presunrise  opera¬ 
tion  with  daytime  facilities,  the  present 
provisions  of  §  3.87  of  the  Commission 


rules  are  not  extended  to  this  authoriza¬ 
tion.  and  such  operation  is  precluded. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  party  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of  the 
Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by  attor¬ 
ney,  shall  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance  stat¬ 
ing  an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date 
fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of  the 
Commission  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  within  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  ad¬ 
vise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 
of  such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.362(g) 
of  the  rules. 

Released:  July  31,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-7722;  Piled,  Aug.  2.  1962; 
8:57  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14734;  PCC  62-841] 

STAR  BROADCASTING  CORP.  (WFLS) 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Star  Broadcasting 
Corporation  (WFLS) ,  Fredericksburg, 
Virginia,  Docket  No.  14734,  File  No.  BP- 
14752,  has  1350  kc,  500  w.  Daytime,  re¬ 
quests  1350  kc,  1  kw.  Daytime,  for  con¬ 
struction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  25th  day  of 
July  1962; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  application; 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  the  instant 
applicant  is  legally,  technically,  finan¬ 
cially;  and  otherwise  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  instant  proposal; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  following 
matter  is  to  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  aforementioned  issues  specified 
below : 

The  propKisal  of  Star  Broadcasting 
Corporation,  licensee  of  WFLS,  will  cause 
additional  interference  to  'Tidewater 
Teleradio,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station 
WAVY  (1350  kc,  5  kw,  DA-2,  U.  Class 
HE) ,  Portsmouth,  Virginia.  Station 
WAVY  filed  a  “Petition  to  Deny’’  alter¬ 
natively  requesting  that  the  application 
be  denied  or  that  it  be  designated  for 
hearing. 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  subject  application  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  application  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  set  forth  below; 
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It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  explication 
is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  followizig  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  proposed 
operation  of  Station  WFLS  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  instant 
proposal  of  Station  WFLS  would  cause 
objectionable  interference  to  Station 
WAVY,  Portsmouth,  Virginia,  or  any 
other  existing  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent 
thereof,  the  areas  and  populations 
affected  thereby,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  instant 
application  would  serve  the  public  in¬ 
terest.  convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Tidewater 
Teleradio,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Station 
WAVY,  Portsmouth.  Virginia  is  made  a 
party  to  the  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  indicated  herein.  Station  WAVY’s 
Petition  to  Deny  is  granted,  and  in  all 
other  respects,  is  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  application  of  Station 
WFI&,  the  construction  permit  shall 
contain  the  following  conditions: 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  pre-sunrise  opera¬ 
tion  with  daytime  facilities,  the  present 
provisions  of  §  3.87  of  the  Commission 
rules  are  not  extended  to  this  authori¬ 
zation.  and  such  operation  is  precluded. 

Permittee  shall  submit  with  the  appli¬ 
cation  for  license  antenna  resistance 
measiu*ements  made  in  accordance  with 
i  3.54  of  the  Commission  rules. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  party  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of  the 
Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by  attor¬ 
ney.  shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commission  in 
triplicate,  a  written  appearance  stating 
an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on 
the  issues  specified  in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Commiuiications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of  the 
Commission  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  within  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 
of  such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.362(g) 
of  the  rules. 

Released:  July  31. 1962. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  62-7723;  FUed,  Aug.  2.  1962; 

8:67  am.] 


[Do<^t  No.  14732;  FCC  62-834] 

WGLI,  INC.  (WGLD 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  WGLI,  Inc. 
(WGLI) ,  Babylon,  New  York,  Docket  No. 
14732,  File  No.  BP-14196,  has  1290  kc, 

1  kw,  DA-1,  U,  requests  1290  kc,  1  kw, 

5  kw-LS,  DA-2,  U;  for  construction 
permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C..  on  the  25th  day  of 
July  1962; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above -captioned  and 
described  application; 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  the  appli¬ 
cant  is  legally,  technically,  financially 
and  otherwise  qualified  to  construct  and 
operate  its  proposal  but  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  of  Station  WGLI  would 
cause  interference  to  Stations  WADO, 
New  York,  New  York,  and  WAVZ,  New 
Haven.  Connecticut;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  licensees 
of  Stations  WADO  and  WAVZ  have  filed 
objections  to  the  WGLI  application, 
WADO  by  petition  to  deny  the  applica¬ 
tion  filed  on  September  14,  1961,  and 
WAVZ  by  letter  of  September  27,  1960; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  WGLI  filed 
an  opposition  to  the  WADO  petition  cm 
September  25,  1961,  claiming  that  the 
WADO  petition  was  not  timely  filed  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  1.359(f)  (now  §  1.359(i))  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  that  the  inteiference 
which  would  be  caused  to  Station  WADO 
would  be  minimal;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  WGLI  con¬ 
cedes  that  interference  to  WAVZ  would 
affect  approximately  2000  persons  or 
0.364  percent  of  the  population  withM 
the  WAVZ  normally  protected  primary 
service  area  and  that  interference  to 
WADO  would  affect  approximately  9147 
persons  or  0.085  percent  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  within  the  WADO  normally  pro¬ 
tected  primary  service  area;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  outstanding  proposed  rulemaking 
proceeding  in  Docket  No.  14419  with  re¬ 
spect  to  pre-simrise  operation  with  day¬ 
time  facilities,  a  grant  of  the  proposal  in 
this  proceeding,  prior  to  final  decision  in 
Doc^t  No.  14419,  should  be  appro¬ 
priately  conditioned;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  application  would  serve  the 
public  interest,  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  designated  for  hearing  on 
the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  appli¬ 
cation  is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  may  be  expected  to  gain 


or  lose  primary  service  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  of  Station  WGLI  and 
the  availability  of  other  primary  service 
to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  of  Station  WGLI  would  cause 
objectionable  interference  to  Stations 
WAVZ,  New  Haven,  Connecticut,  and 
WADO,  New  York,  New  York,  or  any 
other  existing  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions,  and,  if  so.  the  nature  and  extent 
thereof,  the  areas  and  populations 
affected  thereby,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  in¬ 
stant  application  would  serve  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  petition 
of  Bartell  Broadcasters  of  New  York. 
Inc.,  is  hereby  dismissed  as  untimely  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.359  (i)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That,  on  the 
Commission’s  own  motion.  The  WAVZ 
Broadcasting  Corporation  and  Bartell 
Broadcasters  of  New  York,  Inc.,  licensees 
of  Stations  WAVZ  and  WADO,  respec¬ 
tively,  are  made  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the 
event  of  a  grant  of  the  application,  the 
construction  permit  shall  be  conditioned 
as  follows: 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  pre-sunrise  oper¬ 
ation  with  daytime  facilities,  the  present 
provisions  of  §  3.87  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  are  not  extended  to  this  authori¬ 
zation,  and  such  operation  is  precluded. 

Permittee  shall  submit  sufficient  field 
intensity  measurement  data  after  ad¬ 
justment  of  the  daytime  directional  an¬ 
tenna  system  to  establish  that  the  night¬ 
time  radiation  pattern  remains  adjusted 
within  authorized  limits. 

It  is  further  ordered,  'That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportimity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  parties  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney,  shall,  within  twenty  (20)  days 
of  the  mailing  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Commission  in  triplicate,  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  stating  an  intention  to  appear 
on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and 
present  evidence  on  the  issues  specified 
in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein,  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of 
the  hearing  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 
of  such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.362(g) 
of  the  rules. 

Released:  July  31,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc.  62-7724;'  PUed,  Aug.  2.  1962; 

8:57  am.] 


Friday^  August  3,  1962 
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(Docket  No.  14738;  FCC  62-844] 

WRIGHT  AND  MALTZ,  INC.  (WBRB) 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Wright  and  Maltz, 
Inc.  (WBRB),  Mt.  Clemens,  Michigan, 
Docket  No.  14738,  Pile  No.  BP-14561; 
has  1430  kc,  500  w,  DA-Day,  III,  re¬ 
quests  1430  kc,  500  W,  DA-2,  U,  III-B; 
for  construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  25th  day  of 
July  1962; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  application; 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  the  instant 
applicant  is  legally,  technically,  finan¬ 
cially  and  otherwise  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  instant  proposal; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  following 
matters  are  to  be  considered  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  aforementioned  issues 
specified  below: 

1.  The  instant  application  is  for  oper¬ 
ation  as  a  Class  III-B  station,  the  nor¬ 
mally  protected  nighttime  contour  of 
which  is  4  mv/m  (§  3.182(a)  (3)  (ii) ). 
Because  of  interference  received  from 
Stations  WIRE  and  WFOB,  Indianapolis, 
Indiana,  and  Fostoria,  Ohio,  respectively, 
the  proposal  will  be  limited  to  the  21.16 
mv/m  contour  nighttime,  and  based  on 
such  limitations,  the  loss  between  the 
normally  protected  and  the  actual  serv¬ 
ice  contours  will  be  230.1  square  miles 
(85.2  percent)  and  230,387  persons  (80.5 
percent) . 

2.  Although  the  proposed  operation 
complies  with  one  of  the  exceptions  to 
§  3.28(d)  (3)  of  the  rules,  since  a  first 
nighttime  standard  broadcast  facility 
would  be  provided  for  Mt.  Clemens, 
Michigan,  a  substantial  question  exists 
as  to  whether  an  efficient  utilization 
would  be  provided.  Hence,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  determine  whether  Station 
WBRB’s  proposed  nighttime  service  will 
be  satisfactory  as  required  by  §  3.24(b) 
of  the  rules. 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  subject  application  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  application  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  application 
is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  proposed 
operation  of  Station  WBRB  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether,  because  of 
interference  received,  the  nighttime  pro¬ 
posal  of  Station  WBRB  would  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  requirements  of  §  3.24 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 


3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  instant  ap¬ 
plication  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail  it¬ 
self  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard,  the 
applicant,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of  the 
Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by  attor¬ 
ney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commission  in 
triplicate,  a  written  appearance  stating 
an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on 
the  issues  specified  in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  within  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 
of  such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.362(g) 
of  the  rules. 

Released:  July  31,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

(seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  62-7725;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:57  am.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  RP63-2] 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  FUEL  CORP. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  and  Sus¬ 
pending  Proposed  Increased  Rates 
and  Charges 

July  27,  1962. 

On  June  29,  1962,  Mississippi  River 
Fuel  Corporation  (Mississippi)  tendered 
for  filing  Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4, 
Ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  5,  Original 
Sheets  Nos.  5.1, 5.2,  5.3,  and  5.4,  and  Sec¬ 
ond  Revised  Sheet  No.  5a  to  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  whereby 
it  proposes,  for  sales  of  natural  gas  sub¬ 
ject  to  Commission  jurisdiction,  an  an¬ 
nual  increase  in  its  rates  and  charges* 
amounting  to  about  $3  million  or  3.04 
cents  per  Mcf  to  be  effective  as  of  August 
1,  1962. 

In  support  of  its  proposed  increased 
rates  and  charges  Mississippi  claims, 
among  other  things: 

(1)  Increase  in  the  cost  of  purchased 
gas  from  United  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
(United)  as  a  result  of  United’s  filing  of 
June  15,  1962;  (2)  Sustained  decline  in 
volume  of  sales  due  to  a  recent  Commis¬ 
sion  decision;  *  (3)  a  shift  of  costs  alloca¬ 
ble  to  utility  customers  resulting  from 
the  Commissions  Opinion  No.  355  which 
allocated  more  pipeline  capacity  to 
wholesale  customers;  (4)  a  need  for  a 
7V^  percent  rate  of  return. 

The  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  would  be  applicable  to  customers 
purchasing  gas  under  Mississippi’s  Rate 


^The  proposed  increase  is  over  and  above 
the  rates  presently  effective  subject  to  refund 
in  Docket  No.  RP61-21. 

■  Arkansas-Louisiana  Oas  Company  et  al., 
vs.  Mississippi  River  Puel  Corporation,  Docket 
Nos.  a-17567  et  al..  Opinion  355,  27  P.P.C.— . 


Schedule  F-1,  General  Service  and  In¬ 
terruptible  Service.  In  addition  Missis¬ 
sippi’s  filing  proposes  a  new  section  to 
Rate  Schedule  F-1,  designated  Minimum 
Bill  Adjustments,  under  which  Missis¬ 
sippi  is  to  be  reimbursed  by  its  utility  cus¬ 
tomers  for  payments  which  it  may  be 
required  to  make  to  United  for  gas  not 
taken. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  by  United  on  June  15, 
1962,  have  been  suspended  until  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1963.  Furthermore,  Mississippi 
has  not  fully  supported  its  proposed  in¬ 
creased  rates  and  charges  in  several 
respects,  including  but  not  limited  to, 
the  aforementioned  claims,  the  esti¬ 
mates  of  annual  and  peak  day  volumes, 
claimed  allowance  for  income  taxes,  cost 
or  allowance  for  company  produced  gas, 
and  working  capital  requirements. 

The  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  contained  in  the  revised  tariff 
sheets  tendered  for  filing  on  June  29, 
1962,  have  not.  been  shown  to  be  justi¬ 
fied,  and  may  be  unjust,  imreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  public  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  and  services 
contained  in  Mississippi’s  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  as  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  by  the  revised  tariff 
sheets  tendered  for  filing  on  June  29, 
1962,  and  that  said  revised  tariff  sheets 
and  the  rates  contained  therein  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred  as 
hereinafter  provided. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
pursuant  to  the  procedures  to  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  further  order,  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges,  classi¬ 
fications,  and  services  contained  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi’s  PPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1,  as  proposed  to  be  amended 
by  the  aforementioned  revised  tariff 
sheets  tendered  for  filing  on  June  29 

1962. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  de¬ 
cision  thereon.  Mississippi’s  revised  tariff 
sheets,  as  tendered  for  filing  on  June  29, 
1962  and  the  rate  and  charges  contained 
therein,  are  hereby  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  until  January  1, 

1963,  and  until  such  further  time  as  they 
may  be  made  effective  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Notices  and  petitions  to  intervene 
may  be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission.  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f)  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37(f))  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  20,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  62-7679;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:47  a.m.] 


7700 


NOTICES 


(Docket  No.  CP6a-2271 

POWELL-CLINCH  UTILITY  DISTRICT  OF 

ANDERSON,  CAMPBELL,  CLAI- 
BORNE,  GRAINGER  AND  UNION 

COUNTIES,  TENNESSEE 

Notice  of  Application 

JXTLY  27, 1962. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  29. 1962,  as 
supplemented  on  April  11  and  May  28, 
1962,  The  Powell-Clinch  Utility  District 
of  Anderson,  Campbell.  Claiborne, 
Grainger  and  Union  Counties,  Tennessee 
(Applicant) ,  Lake  City,  Tennessee,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP62-227  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(a)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  directing  East  Tennessee  Natural 
Gas  Company  (East  Tennessee)  to  es¬ 
tablish  physical  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  of  and  to  sell  natural  gas 
to  Applicant  for  resale  and  distribution 
in  Applicant’s  proposed  service  area  in 
the  five  counties,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  applicaticm,  as  supple¬ 
mented.  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  the  necessary  distribution  facili¬ 
ties  within  the  district,  consisting  of  ap¬ 
proximately  7.38  miles  of  10-inch,  21.3 
miles  of  3-inch,  16  miles  of  6-inch,  6.1 
miles  of  4-inch  and  6.6  miles  of  3-inch 
pipeline  to  points  within  the  area  to  be 
served. 

The  estimated  peak  day  requirements 
for  the  proposed  service  are  4,000  Mcf 
of  natural  gas  in  the  third  year.  Total 
annual  requirements  are  estimated  to  be 
510,209  Mcf  in  the  third  year  of  service. 

The  estimated  cost  of  Applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  project  is  $3,280,000,  which  cost 
will  be  financed  by  the  sale  of  revenue 
bonds. 

On  April  13,  1962,  East  Tennessee  filed 
an  answer  to  the  subject  application  stat¬ 
ing  that  it  is  willing  and  able  to  render 
the  proposed  service. 

Protests,  petitions  to  intervene  or  re¬ 
quests  for  hearing  may  be  filed  with  the 
^deral  Power  Commission,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  on  or  before  August  23,  1962. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  62-7680;  Piled,  Aug.  2.  1962; 

8:47  ajn.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  64-234] 

C.  E.  BURLINGAME  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Order  Approving  Plan  Declaring  Thai 
Company  Has  Ceased  To  Be  a  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Under  the  Act 

JXTLY  30,  1962.' 

C.  K  Burlingame  Corporation  (“Bur¬ 
lingame”)  Bartlesville,  Oklahoma,  a 
registered  holding  company,  its  sub¬ 
sidiary  public-utility  and  nonpublic- 
utillty  companies,  and  the  Executor  of 


the  Estate  of  Clarence  E.  Burlingame, 
deceased,  have  filed  a  joint  application 
and  amendments  thereto  for  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  plan,  pursuant  to  section  11 
(e)  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) ,  which  plan  is 
designed  to  simplify  the  holding-com¬ 
pany  system  as  incident  to  compliance 
with  the  will  of  Clarence  E.  Burlingame. 
The  application,  as  amended,  also  re¬ 
quests  an  order,  pursuant  to  section  5(d) 
of  the  Act.  declaring  that  Burlingame 
has  ceased  to  be  a  holding  company,  and 
that  its  registration  cease  to  be  in 
effect. 

Due  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  and  plan  has  been  given  (Holding 
Company  Act  Release  No.  14663),  and 
no  hearing  in  respect  thereof  has  been 
requested  of  or  ordered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

The  Commission  having  examined  the 
application,  as  amended,  and  the  re<K)rd 
in  respect  thereof  finds; 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  will  of 
•Clarence  E.  Burlingame  (admitted  to 
probate  in  Washington  County,  Okla¬ 
homa,  August  23,  1961)  certain  cash  be¬ 
quests  are  made,  and  the  remainder  of 
the  estate  is  given  to  a  nephew,  Harry 
W.  Burlingame,  as  testamentary  trustee, 
in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  certain  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  family  of  the  decedent,  in¬ 
cluding  the  widow  and  a  daughter;  the 
testamentary  trust  is  to  terminate  on 
December  31,  1972,  or  on  the  date  of 
the  death  of  the  survivor  of  the  widow 
and  daughter,  whichever  is  the  later 
date;  within  ten  years  the  trustee  is  to 
dispose  of  all  controlling  interest  in  any 
public-utility  companies;  upon  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  trust,  the  remainder  of  the 
trust  property  is  to  be  distributed  among 
the  members  of  the  decedent’s  family  and 
their  descendants,  designated  in  the  will. 

At  the  time  of  his  death,  on  July  29. 
1961,  Clarence  E.  Burlingame  o^ed  all 
of  the  outstanding  shares  of  the  capital 
stock  of  Burlingame,  a  Delaware  corpo¬ 
ration.  Burlingame  owns  directly  and 
indirectly  all  or  almost  all  of  the  out¬ 
standing  shares  of  the  capital  stocks  of 
eight  gas  public-utility  companies,  op¬ 
erating  in  south  central  and  southeast¬ 
ern  Kansas  and  in  northern  Oklahoma, 
and  of  two  nonutility  companies;  the  re¬ 
maining  outstanding  shsu'es  of  the  cap¬ 
ital  stock  of  such  public -utility  and  non¬ 
utility  companies  are  owned  by  the 
ssrstem  (K>mpanies  and  affiliates ;  one 
nonutility  company  is  a  real  estate  and 
office  building  owner  and  operator,  and 
the  other,  Bartlesville  Hotel  Company 
(“Bartlesville”)  (formerly  the  owner  of 
a  hotel  and  apartment  building)  has  no 
assets  other  than  cash,  investments 
securities,  and  notes  receivable;  and 
there  are  outstanding  no  securities  of 
any  of  the  system  companies  held  by 
the  public. 

The  amended  plan  provides  for  (1) 
the  contribution  by  the  executor  to  Bur¬ 
lingame  of  331  shares  of  the  common 
stock  of  Bartlesville;  (2)  the  dissolution 
and  liquidation  of  Bartlesville  and,  after 
the  payment  of  its  liabilities,  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  remaining  assets  to  Bur¬ 
lingame  and  its  subsidiary  company,  the 
American  Gas  Company,  in  the  propor¬ 
tions  of  their  ownership,  tn  exchange  for 
the  surrender  of  all  of  Bartlesville’s  out¬ 


standing  shares  of  capital  stock;  (3)  the 
dissolution  and  liquidation  of  Burlin¬ 
game  and,  after  the  payment  of  its  li¬ 
abilities,  the  distribution  of  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  its  assets  to  the  Executor; 
(4)  after  the  pasrment  of  the  costs  of 
administration  of  the  estate,  including 
taxes,  and  the  cash  bequests,  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  remaining  property  of 
the  estate  to  the  testamentary  trustee. 
The  foregoing  transactions  have  all  been 
authorized  by  the  Probate  Court  of 
Washington  Coimty,  Oklahoma,  by  its 
order,  issued  April  30,  1962,  and  con¬ 
sented  to  by  all  companies  affected  there¬ 
by;  and  Burlingame  and  Bartlesville 
have  been  dissolved. 

'The  transactions  provided  for  by  the 
plan  are  necessary  and  appropriate  to 
effectuate  compliance  with  section  11(b) 
of  the  Act.  and  are  fair  and  equitable 
to  the  persons  affected  thereby  within 
the  meaning  of  section  11(e)  thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  11 
(e)  and  other  applicable  sections  of  the 
Act,  that  the  plan,  as  amended,  stnd  the 
transctions  therein  proposed  to  consum¬ 
mate  the  plan.  be.  and  they  hereby  are 
approved,  and  applicants  are  authorized 
to  effectuate  such  transactions  and  con¬ 
summate  the  plan. 

It  is  further  ordered.  Piursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  5(d)  of  the  Act,  that,  upon  the  dis¬ 
position  by  Burlingame  of  its  assets  as 
provided  in  the  plan,  including  the  trans¬ 
fer  to  the  testamentary  trustee,  Burlin¬ 
game  shall  cease  to  be  a  holding  com¬ 
pany.  and  its  registration  as  such  shall 
cease  to  be  in  effect  upon  notification  to 
the  Commission  that  such  disposition 
and  transfer  have  been  consummated. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBoxs, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  62-7683;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[Pile  No.  70-4063] 

LYNN  ELECTRIC  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Transactions  Re¬ 
lated  to  Merger  of  Subsidiary  Com¬ 
panies  and  Intrasystem  Sales  of 
Utility  Assets 

July  30,  1962. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  New  Eng¬ 
land  Electric  System  (“NEES”),  441 
Stuart  Street,  Boston  16,  Massachusetts, 
a  registered  holding  company,  and  five 
of  its  electric  public -utility  subsidiary 
companies,  namely,  Lynn  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (“Lynn”),  Massachusetts  Electric 
Company  (“Mass  Electric”) ,  Merrimack- 
Essex  Electric  Company  (“Merrimack”), 
Suburban  Electric  Company  (“Subur¬ 
ban”),  and  New  England  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (“NEPCO”),  have  filed  a  joint 
application-declaration  with  this  Com¬ 
mission  pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”), 
d^ignating  sections  6(a),  6(b),  7,  9(a), 
10, 12(c) ,  12(d) ,  and  12(f)  of  the  Act  and 
rules  42(a),  42(b)(2),  43(a),  44(a),  and 
50  promulgated  thereunder  as  applicable 
to  the  proposed  transactions.  All  inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  referred  to  the  joint 
application-declaration,  on  file  at  the 
office  of  the  Commission,  for  a  statement 
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of  the  transactions  therein  proposed 
which  are  summarized  below. 

It  is  proposed  that  Lynn,  Merrimack, 
and  Suburban  be  merged  into  Mass 
Electric.  All  of  the  outstanding  common 
stocks  of  the  four  companies  are  held  by 
NEES,  and  each  of  such  companies  is  a 
Massachusetts  corporation  distributing 
electric  energy  within  said  State. 

To  effect  the  merger.  Mass  Electric 
will  increase  its  authorized  $25  par  value 
common  stock  by  941,068  shares,  having 
an  aggregate  par  value  of  $23,526,700, 
and  will  issue  such  additional  shares  in 
exchange  for  and  cancellation  of  all  the 
common  stocks,  having  an  aggregate  par 
value  of  $23,526,720,  of  the  other  three 
companies.  (In  lieu  of  issuing  any  frac¬ 
tional  shares,  an  aggregate  of  $20  will  be 
added  by  Mass  Electric  to  its  premium 
on  capital  stock  account.)  After  the 
merger,  the  common  stock  and  premium 
on  common  stock  accounts  of  Mass  Elec¬ 
tric  will  be  equal  to  the  aggregate  amoimt 
of  those  respective  accounts  on  the  books 
of  Mass  Electric  and  of  the  other  merged 
companies  immediately  prior  to  the  mer¬ 
ger.  There  will  be  no  change  in  the 
amount  of  NEES’  investment  account 
when  it  acquires  the  additional  Mass 
Electric  common  shares,  since  its  invest¬ 
ment  in  the  other  three  merged  com¬ 
panies  will  be  transferred  to  its  invest¬ 
ment  in  Mass  Electric. 

Upon  consummation  of  the  merger. 
Mass  Electric  will  acquire  all  of  the  assets 
of  Lynn,  Merrimack,  and  Suburban  and 
will  assume  their  liabilities,  including  the 
outstanding  first  mortgage  bonds  of 
Merrimack  and  Suburban,  the  long-term 
debt  of  Lynn,  and  the  short-term  notes 
payable  of  each  of  these  companies,  as 
well  as  the  liability  for  the  payment  of 
the  preferred  stock  of  Merrimack,  which 
is  to  be  called  for  pas^ment  prior  to  the 
time  the  merger  is  consummated. 

'  Mass  EHectric  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell,  subject  to  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  Rule  50  under  the  Act, 
$60,000,000  principal  amount  of _ per¬ 

cent  Series  G  Bonds,  to  be  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  1, 1962,  and  to  mature  September 
1,  1992.  The  interest  rate  on  the  new 
bonds  (which  will  be  a  multiple  of  Va  of 
1  percent)  and  the  price,  exclusive  of 
accrued  interest,  to  be  paid  to  Mass  Elec¬ 
tric  (which  will  be  not  less  than  100  per¬ 
cent  nor  more  than  102%  percent  of  the 
principal  amount  thereof)  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  competitive  bidding.  The 
Series  G  bonds  will  be  issued  under  Mass 
Electric’s  First  Mortgage  Indenture  and 
Deed  of  Trust  dated  as  of  July  1, 1949,  as 
heretofore  amended  and  supplemented, 
and  as  to  be  further  supplemented  by  a 
Sixth  Supplemental  Indenture  to  be 
dated  as  of  September  1,  1962.  The 
bonds  will  be  secured  along  with  all  other 
bonds  issued  under  said  Indenture  by  a 
first  mortgage  on  substantially  all  prop¬ 
erties  owned  at  the  time  of  issuance 
thereof,  including  properties  acquired 
through  the  proposed  merger,  and,  to  the 
extent  permitted  by  law,  hereafter  ac¬ 
quired  by  Mass  Electric. 

Mass  Electric  also  proposes  to  increase 
its  authorized  preferred  stock  by  75,000 
shares  with  a  par  value  of  $100  per  share. 


Such  additional  shares,  to  be  designated 
Cumulative  Preferred  Stock,  __  percent 
Series,  will  be  issued  and  sold  pursuant 
to  the  competitive  bidding  requirements 
of  Rule  50  imder  the  Act.  The  dividend 
rate  of  the  new  preferred  stock  (which 
will  be  a  multiple  of  0.04  of  1  percent  and 
not  in  excess  of  5  percent)  and  the  price, 
exclusive  of  accrued  dividends,  to  be  paid 
to  Mass  Electric  (which  will  be  not  less 
than  $100  nor  more  than  $102.75  per 
share)  will  be  determined  by  the  com¬ 
petitive  bidding.  , 

If  the  interest  and  dividend  rates 
specified  for  the  new  bonds  and  preferred 
stock  exceed  4%  percent  and  5  percent, 
respectively,  a  further  order  or  orders 
of  the  Massachusetts  Department  of 
Public  Utilities  will  be  necessary. 

The  net  proceeds  from  the  issue  and 
sale  of  the  Series  G  Bonds  and  the  new 
preferred  stock,  which  are  estimated  at 
$67,500,000,  will  be  applied  as  follows: 
(a)  To  the  redemption  of  $25,000,000 
principal  amount  of  First  Mortgage 
Bonds  of  Merrimack  and  $8,500,000  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  First  Mortgage  Bonds 
of  Suburban;  (b)  to  the  pa3mient  of 
$2,199,000  face  amount  of  long-term 
notes  of  Lynn;  (c)  to  the  redemption  of 
$7,500,000  par  value  of  Merrimack  pre¬ 
ferred  stock;  (d)  to  the  redemption  of 
$7,500,000  principal  amount  of  Series  E 
Bonds  of  Mass  Electric;  and  (e)  to  re¬ 
duction  of  short-term  notes  payable  of 
L3mn.  Merrimack,  Suburban,  and  Mass 
Electric,  which  are  expected  to  aggre¬ 
gate  over  $17,000,000  at  the  time  of  the 
issue  of  new  bonds  and  preferred  stock. 
’The  redemption  premiums  on  the  bonds 
and  preferred  stock  to  be  redeemed  wiU 
aggregate  $2,784,300. 

Immediately  following  the  merger. 
Mass  Electric  proposes  to  purchase  from 
NEPCO,  and  NEPCO  proposes  to  sell  to 
Mass  Electric,  certain  23  KV  properties, 
related  equipment,  and  materials  and 
supplies;  and  NEPCO  proposes  to  pur¬ 
chase  from  Mass  Electric,  and  Mass  Elec¬ 
tric  proposes  to  sell  to  NEPCO,  certain 
69  KV  properties,  related  equipment,  and 
materials  and  supplies,  all  pursuant  to 
an  agreement  between  NEPCO  and  Mass 
Electric  dated  June  28,  1962.  The  prop¬ 
erties  being  purchased  by  Mass  Electric 
are  used  for  the  dehvery  of  electricity  to 
distribution  areas  to  be  served  by  the 
enlarged  Mass^ectric,  and  the  proper¬ 
ties  being  purchased  by  NEPCO  are  used 
in  the  NEPCO  high  tension  transmission 
line  network.  The  purchase  price  in 
each  case  will  be  the  net  book  value  of 
the  lines  and  related  equipment  plus  the 
cost  of  materials  and  supplies  as  at 
the  closing  date.  Such  amounts  at 
March  31,  1962,  aggregated  $601,388  for 
the  sale  by  NEPCO  and  $220,180  for  the 
sale  by  Mass  Electric. 

It  is  stated  that  the  consummation 
of  the  proposed  transactions  is  desired 
to  reduce  the  number  of  corporate  en¬ 
tities  in  the  NEES  system,  and  to 
facilitate  economies  and  uniformity  in 
operations  and  in  the  financing  of 
permanently  capitalizable  construction 
expenditures.  The  companies  anticipate 
that,  as  a  result  of  the  merger,  there  will 
be  savings  in  future  operating  and  fi¬ 
nancing  costs. 


Estimated  expenses  to  be  incurred  by 
the  merged  Mass  Electric  company  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions  will  aggregate  $367,900.  Of  this 
amoimt,  $111,500  is  applicable  to  the 
merger  and  the  issuance  of  common 
stock;  $186,000  to  the  issuance  of  the 
new  bonds;  $49,000  to  the  issuance  of  the 
new  preferred  stock;  $20,000  (exclusive 
of  call  premiums)  to  the  redemption  of 
outstanding  bonds  and  preferred  stock; 
and  $1,400  to  the  proposed  exchange  of 
properties  with  NEPCO.  Of  such  total 
expenses,  approximately  $149,000  will  be 
paid  to  New  Eingland  Power  Service  Com¬ 
pany,  an  affiliate,  for  legal,  accounting, 
and  other  services  stated  to  be  rendered 
at  cost.  NEPCO  will  incur  estimated 
expenses  of  $1,600  in  c9nnection  with  the 
exchange  of  properties  with  Mass  Elec¬ 
tric,  and  NEES  will  incur  estimated  ex¬ 
penses  of  about  $500  in  connection  with 
the  merger. 

The  compensation  and  disbursements 
of  counsel  for  the  underwriters  of  the 
new  bonds  and  preferred  stock  will  be 
paid  by  the  successful  bidders;  the 
amounts  thereof  will  be  furnished  by 
amendment. 

The  joint  application-declaration 
states  that  the  Massachusetts  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Public  Utilities  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  merger  and  related  matters, 
over  the  issuance  of  preferred  and  com¬ 
mon  stock  and  bonds  by  Mass  Electric, 
and  over  the  sales  and  purchases  of 
property  between  'Mass  Electric  and 
NEPCO;  and  that  no  Federal  commis¬ 
sion,  other  than  this  Commission,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions.  The  requisite  order  of  the  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Department  of  Public  Utilities 
is  to  be  filed  by  amendment. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  16,  1962,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matters,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  joint  application- 
declaration  which  he  desires  to  contro¬ 
vert;  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  request 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission.  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.  A  copy  of  such  request 
should  be  served  personally  or  by  mail 
(air  mail  if  the  person  being  served  is 
located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  the  applicants- 
declarants,  and  proof  of  service  (by  affi¬ 
davit  or,  in  case  of  an  attomey-at-law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  contempo¬ 
raneously  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  the  joint  application- 
declaration,  as  amended,  may  be  granted 
and  permitted  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
or  the  Commission  may  grant  exemp¬ 
tion  from  such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules 
20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  62-7684;  PUed,  Aug.  2.  1962; 

8:48  am.] 
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NOTICES 


[PUe  No.  24W-2568] 

NATIONAL  CAPITAL  ACCEPTANCE 
CORP. 

Order  Canceling  Hearing  and  Making 
Suspension  Permanent 

July  30,  1962. 

I.  National  Capital  Acceptance  Cor¬ 
poration  (issuer) ,  a  District  of  Columbia 
Corporation,  with  its  principal  office  lo¬ 
cate  at  1925  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 

D.C.,  filed  with  the  Commission  on  Octo¬ 
ber  20,  1961,  a  notification  on  Form  1-A 
and  an  offering  circular,  and  subse¬ 
quently  filed  amendments  thereto,  re¬ 
lating  to  an  offering  of  150,000  shares  of 
10^  par  Class  A  Common  Stock  at  $2.00 
per  share  for  an  aggregate  offering  of 
$300,000,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
an  exemption  from  the  registration  re¬ 
quirements  of  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  imder  Regulation  A. 

n.  The  Commission  by  order  dated 
May  17,  1962,  having  temporarily  sus¬ 
pended  the  Regulation  A  exemption  of 
National  Capital  Acceptance  Corpora¬ 
tion,  pursuant  to  Rule  261  of  the  general 
rules  and  regulations  under  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  a  written 
request  for  a  hearing  having  been  made 
by  the  issuer  on  June  14,  1962,  and  a 
hearing  upon  the  allegations  set  forth 
in  the  aforementioned  order  having  been 
ordered  by  the  Commission  to  commence 
on  July  30,  1962,  at  10:00  a.m.  e.d.s.t. 
at  the  Main  Office  bf  the  Commission, 
425  Second  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  before  Hearing  Officer  William  W. 
Swift,  and 

The  Commission,  pursuant  to  Rule  7 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
(17  CFR  201.7) ,  having  directed  issuer  to 
file  an  answer  to  the  allegations  set  forth 
in  the  aforementioned  order  within  15 
days  of  service  upon  issuer,  which  serv¬ 
ice  was  made  on  July  2,  1962,  and 

The  issuer  having  failed  to  file  an 
answer  to  the  allegations  in  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  order  within  15  days  of  serv¬ 
ice  upon  it. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  the  hearing 
scheduled  for  July  30, 1962,  on  this  mat¬ 
ter  be  and  it  hereby  is  canceled. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Rule 
261(b)  of  Regulation  A,  the  suspension 
of  the  Regulation  A  exemption  from 
registration  under  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933,  as  amended,  with  respect  to  the 
public  offering  of  securities  by  the  issuer 
becomes  permanent. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

(PJl.  Doc.  62-7686:  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 
8:48  ajn.] 


SAN  FRANCISCO  MINING 
EXCHANGE 

Order  for  Public  Proceedings  and 
Notice  of  Hearing 

July  20, 1962. 

I.  The  Commission's  public  official 
files  disclose  that : 

A.  The  San  Francisco  Mining  Ex¬ 
change  (Exchange),  an  unincorporated 


business  association  is  registered  as  a 
national  securities  exchange  pursuant  to 
section  6  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  (Exchange  Act),  and  has  been 
so  registered  since  October  1,  1934. 

B.  The  officers  and  committee  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Exchange  for  the  period 
1950  to  date  are  as  listed  in  Exhibit  A* 
hereto,  which  is  hereby  incorporated  by 
reference. 

C.  'The  present  members  of  the  Ex¬ 
change,  the  dates  of  their  election  to 
membership,  the  names  of  the  firms 
which  they  represent  and  the  functions 
which  they  perform  are  as  stated  in  Ex¬ 
hibit  hereto,  which  is  hereby  in¬ 
corporated  by  reference. 

D.  The  companies  listed  on  the  Ex¬ 
change;  their  net  assets,  source  of  in¬ 
come,  expenses  and  net  earnings  for  the 
periods  therein  stated;  their  shares  out¬ 
standing  as  of  January,  1962;  and  Uie 
number  of  shares  traded  on  the  Ex¬ 
change  during  1961;  and  the  other 
Exchanges  on  which  such  shares  are 
traded,  are  as  stated  in  Exhibit  C  ^  hereto, 
which  is  hereby  incorporated  by 
reference. 

E.  The  market  value  and  the  volume 
of  stock  sales  effected  on  the  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  Mining  Exchange  together  with 
certain  other  information  relating  there¬ 
to  are  as  stated  in  Exhibit  hereto, 
which  is  hereby  incorporated  by 
reference. 

F.  The  number  of  shares  outstanding 
for  each  stock  issue  listed  on  the  San 
Francisco  Mining  Exchange,  the  number 
of  stockholders  of  record  of  each  such 
issue,  the  number  of  such  shares  held  by 
officers,  directors,  and  beneficial  owners 
of  more  than  10  percent  of  such  shares 
and  the  percent  thereof  of  the  total 
shares  outstanding,  all  as  of  the  dates 
therein  specified,  are  as  stated  in  Ex¬ 
hibit  E^  hereto, 'which  is  hereby  incor¬ 
porated  by  reference. 

II.  As  a  result  of  an  examination  of 
the  public  official  files  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  other  relevant  material  and  an 
investigation,  the  Division  of  Trading 
and  Exchanges  has  obtained  information 
which  tends  to  show  and  it  alleges  that: 

A.  The  Exchange  has  failed  to  enforce 
compliance  with  the  Exchange  Act  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder  by 
issuers  of  securities  registered  thereon, 
in  respect  to  the  following  matters: 

(1)  Operator  Consolidated  Mining 
Company  (Operator),  of  which  George 
J.  Flach,  Exchange  President,  was  Presi¬ 
dent  and  a  major  stockholder,  and  of 
which  Frank  J.  Carter,  Exchange  Secre¬ 
tary,  was  also  a  stockholder,  failed  to 
file  annual  reports  for  the  years  1942, 
1943,  1944,  1945,  1946,  and  1950  as  re¬ 
quired  under  section  13(a)  of  the  Ex¬ 
change  Act  and  Rule  13a-l  thereunder. 

(2)  Operator  violated  section  13(a) 
of  the  Exchange  Act  and  Rule  13a-ll 
thereunder  in  that  it  failed  to  report  as 
required  by  such  section  and  rule  the 
following  reportable  events  occurring 
during  1956:  The  levy  of  an  assessment 
on  its  outstanding  stock,  a  sale  of  stock 
the  holders  of  which  were  delinquent  in 
passing  the  assessment,  and  a  charter 
amendment. 


*  Filed  as  part  of  original  document. 


(3)  Reorganized  Carrie  Silver  Lead 
Mines  Corporation  failed  to  file  annual 
reports  for  the  years  1939,  1940,  1942, 
1944,  1945,  and  1946  as  required  under 
section  13(a)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and 
Rule  13a-l  thereunder. 

(4)  Consolidated  Virginia  Mining 
Company  (Consolidated) ,  of  which 
Archie  H.  Chevrier,  former  Chairman  of 
the  Governing  Committee  of  the  Ex¬ 
change  and  former  Vice  President,  was 
a  major  stockholder,  failed  to  report 
issuances  of  stock  in  1956  as  required  by 
section  13(a)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and 
Rule  13a^ll  thereunder. 

(5)  Consolidated  failed  to  file  annual 
reports  for  the  years  1953, 1955,  1957,  and 
1958  as  required  by  section  13(a)  of  the 
Exchange  Act  and  Rule  13a-l  there¬ 
under. 

( 6 )  Apex  Minerals  Corporation  ( Apex ) 
violated  section  14(a)  of  the  Exchange 
Act  and  the  rules  and  regulations  there¬ 
under  in  connection  with  the  solicitation 
of  proxies  in  1961. 

(7)  Apex  violated  section  13(a)  of  the 
Exchange  Act  and  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  in  that  its  current  report  filed  in 
April,  1961  was  not  responsive  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Form  8-K. 

(8)  Ambrosia  Minerals,  Inc.,  violated 
Rule  12b-2  of  the  Exchange  Act  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  certification  of  financial 
statements  filed  with  its  Form  10  filed  in 
1956. 

(9)  Comstock,  Ltd.  (Comstock),  of 
which  the  three  Directors  and  officers 
were  Frank  J.  Carter,  Exchange  Secre¬ 
tary,  Arnold  Toews,  an  Exchange  mem¬ 
ber  and  brother-in-law  of  Archie  H. 
Chevrier,  and  Myron  Grotyohn,  a  friend 
of  Chevrier,  filed  a  false  and  misleading 
current  report  in  1957  in  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  13(a)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder.  The 
Board  of  Directors,  constituting  the 
above  three  persons,  issued  a  letter  to 
stockholders  which  was  false  and  mis¬ 
leading  and  contained  material  omissions 
in  violation  of  sections  10(b)  and  15(c) 
of  the  Exchange  Act  and  Rules  lOb-5  and 
15c-l  thereimder. 

(10)  Comstock  violated  section  13(a) 
of  the  Exchange  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder  in  connection 
with  annual  reports  for  the  years  1955 
and  1956  because  Chevrier  rendered  com¬ 
pliance  in  respect  to  financial  statements 
impossible  by  withholding  relevant  com¬ 
pany  records. 

(11)  Eureka  Company  failed  to  file  its 
annual  report  for  1955  as  required  under 
section  13(a)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and 
Rule  13a^l  thereunder. 

B.  The  Exchange  has  failed  to  enforce 
compliance  with  the  Exchange  Act  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder  by 
members  in  that  no  appropriate  disci¬ 
plinary  action  pursuant  to  Article  XXin 
of  the  Exchange  Constitution  has  been 
taken  against  its  members  in  respect  to 
the  following  violations: 

(1)  George  J.  Flach,  Exchange  Presi¬ 
dent,  violated  the  reporting  requirements 
of  section  16(a)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and 
Rule  16a-l  thereunder  in  that  as  Presi¬ 
dent  of  Manhattan  Gold  Mines  he  failed 
to  report  as  required  thereby  his  election 
in  1949  as  President  of  said  company,  the 
equity  securities  of  such  company  of 
which  he  was  the  beneficial  owner,  and 
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his  transactions  in  the  stock  of  said  com* 
pany  occurring  during  the  period  1949 
through  1959. 

(2)  George  J.  Flach  violated  the  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  section  16(a)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  and  Rule  16a-l  there¬ 
under  in  that  as  a  Director  of  Operator 
Consolidated  Mines  Company  he  failed 
to  report  as  required  thereby  his  election 
in  1941  as  a  Director  of  said  company, 
the  equity  securities  of  such  company  of 
which  he  was  the  beneficial  owner,  and 
his  transactions  in  the  stock  of  said  com¬ 
pany  occurring  during  1947. 

(3)  Paul  W.  Schwarz,  Chairman  of  the 
Governing  Committee  of  the  Exchange 
and  its  Vice  President,  violated  the  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  section  16(a)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  and  Rule  16a-l  there¬ 
under  in  that  as  Vice  President  and  a  Di¬ 
rector  of  Manhattan  Gold  Mines  he 
failed  to  report  as  required  thereby  his 
election  *n  1949  to  these  offices,  the  equity 
securities  of  such  company  of  which  he 
was  the  beneficial  owner,  and  his  trans¬ 
actions  in  the  stock  of  said  company  oc¬ 
curring  during  the  period  1949  through 
1951. 

(4)  Paul  W.  Schwarz  violated  the  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  section  16(a)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  and  Rule  16a-l  there¬ 
under  in  that  as  Secretary,  Treasurer  and 
Director  of  Pony  Meadows  Mining  Com¬ 
pany  he  failed  to  report  as  required 
thereby  his  transactions  in  the  stock  of 
said  company  occurring  during  the 
period  1950  through  1960. 

(5)  Paul  W.  Schwarz  violated  the  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  section  16(a)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  and  Rule  16a-l  there¬ 
under  in  that  as  Secretary,  Treasurer 
and  Director  of  Silver  Divide  Mines 
Company  he  failed  to  report  as  required 
thereby  his  transactions  in  the  stock  of 
said  company  occurring  during  the 
peiiod  1953  through  1955. 

(6)  Paul  W.  Schwarz  violated  the  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  section  16(a)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  and  Rule  16a-l 
thereunder  in  that  as  Secretary,  Treas¬ 
urer  and  Director  of  Smuggler  Mining 
Company,  Ltd.,  he  failed  to  report  as  re¬ 
quired  thereby  his  election  in  1958  to 
these  offices  and  the  equity  securities  of 
such  company  of  which  he  was  the  bene¬ 
ficial  owner. 

(7)  Paul  W.  Schwarz  violated  the  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  section  16(a)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  and  Rule  16a-l  there¬ 
under  in  that  as  President  and  Director 
of  Comstock-Keystone  Mining  Company 
he  failed  to  report  as  required  thereby 
his  election  in  1948  to  these  offices,  the 
equity  securities  of  such  company  of 
which  he  was  the  beneficial  owner,  and 
a  transaction  in  the  stock  of  said  com¬ 
pany  occiUTing  in  1955. 

(8)  Archie  H.  Chevrier,  former  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Governing  Committee  of  the 
Exchange  and  its  former  Vice  President, 
violated  the  reporting  requirements  of 
section  16(a)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and 
Rule  16a^l  therevmder  in  that  as  Presi¬ 
dent  and  a  Director  of  Industrial  Enter¬ 
prises,  Inc.,  he  failed  to  report  and  falsely 
reported  transactions  in  the  stock  of  said 
company  occurring  during  the  period 
1958  into  1962. 

(9)  Archie  H.  Chevrier  violated  the  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  section  16(a)  of 


the  Exchange  A  ct  and  Rule  16a^l  there¬ 
under  in  that  as  the  beneficial  owner  of 
more  than  10  percent  of  the  equity  se¬ 
curities  of  Pony  Meadows  Mining  Com¬ 
pany  he  failed  to  report  as  required 
thereby  his  acquisition  of  stock  in  this 
amount  in  1960,  the  equity  securities  of 
such  company  of  which  he  was  the  bene¬ 
ficial  o^ner,  and  his  transactions  in  the 
stock  of  said  company  occurring  during 
1960. 

(10)  Frank  J.  Carter,  Exchange  Sec¬ 
retary,  violated  the  reporting-  require¬ 
ments  of  section  16(a)  of  the  Exchange 
Act  and  Rule  16a^l  thereunder  in  that 
as  a  Director  and  Vice  President  of  Com¬ 
stock,  Ltd.,  he  failed  to  report  his  elec¬ 
tion  in  1956  to  these  offices  and  the  equity 
securities  of  such  company  of  which  he 
was  the  beneficial  owner  as  required 
thereby. 

(11)  Prank  J.  Carter  violated  the  re¬ 
porting  requirements  of  section  16(a)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  and  Rule  16a-l  there¬ 
under  in  that  as  Director  of  Industrial 
Enterprises,  Inc.,  he  failed  to  report  as 
required  thereby  a  transaction  in  the 
stock  of  said  company. 

(12)  Arnold  Toews,  Exchange  member, 
and  brother-in-law  of  Archie  H.  Chev¬ 
rier,  has  violated  the  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  section  16(a)  and  Rule  16ar-l 
thereunder  in  that  as  President  and  a 
Director  of  Comstock,  Ltd.  he  failed  to 
report  as  required  thereby  his  election  in 
1955  to  these  offices  and  the  equity  secu¬ 
rities  of  such  company  of  which  he  was 
the  beneficial  owner. 

(13)  Arnold  Toews  violated  the  report¬ 
ing  requirements  of  section  16(a)  of  the 
Exchange  Act  and  Rule  16a^l  therexmder 
in  that  as  Vice  President  and  Director  of 
Industrial  Enterprises,  Inc.  he  failed  to 
report  as  required  thereby  his  election  in 
1958  to  these  offices,  the  equity  securities 
of  such  company  of  which  he  was  the 
beneficial  owner,  and  his  transactions  in 
the  stock  of  said  company  occurring  dur¬ 
ing  1958. 

(14)  Arnold  Toews  violated  the  report¬ 
ing  requirements  of  section  16(a)  of  the 
Exchange  Act  and  Rule  16a-l  thereunder 
in  that  as  Vice  President  and  Director  of 
Sunburst  Petroleum  Corporation  he 
failed  to  report  as  required  thereby  his 
transactions  in  the  stock  of  said  com¬ 
pany  occurring  during  the  period  1959 
through  1960. 

(15)  Archie  H.  Chevrier,  during  the 
period  when  he  was  Chairman  of  the 
Governing  Committee  and  Exchange 
Vice  President,  violated  sections  9(a)  (2) , 
9(a)(4),  10(b),  11(d)(2),  and  15(c)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  and  Rules  lOb-5,  lob- 
6,  and  15cl-2  thereunder  in  connection 
with  transactions  in  the  stock  of  Indus¬ 
trial  Enterprises,  Inc.  in  1961  and  1962. 
Chevrier  falsified  his  records  in  1961  and 
1962  in  connection  with  transactions  in 
said  stock  in  violation  of  section  17(a)  of 
the  Exchange  Act  and  Rules  17a-3  and 
17a-4  thereunder. 

(16)  Members  of  the  Exchange  vio¬ 
lated  sections  10(b)  and  15(c)  of  the 
Exchange  Act  and  Rules  lOb-5  and  15cl-2 
thereunder  in  connection  with  represen¬ 
tations  made  to  customers  with  re¬ 
spect  to  transactions  in  the  stock  of 
issuers  the  securities  of  which  have  been 
registered  on  the  Exchange. 


(17)  There  are  Incorporated  herein 
by  reference  paragraphs  1,  9  and  10  of 
section  A  of  this  Article  n. 

C.  The  Exchange  has  violated  section 
6(b)  of  the  Exchange  Act  in  that  the 
Exchange  has  failed  to  enforce  Article 
XXm  of  the  Constitution  of  the  Ex¬ 
change  against  its  members  for  the  vio¬ 
lations  set  forth  in  section  B  of  this 
Article  II. 

D.  The  Exchange  has  violated  sections 
6(a)  and  17(a)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and 
Rule  6a-3  thereunder  in  that  a  written 
notification  reflecting  changes  effected 
in  the  form  of  supplemental  listing  ap¬ 
plication  was  not  filed  as  required  by 
such  rule. 

E.  Withdrawal  of  registration  of  the 
Exchange  is  necessary  and  appropriate 
for  the  protection  of  investors  becau.3e 
of  the  information  set  forth  in  Article  I 
hereof  and  the  allegations  of  sections  A, 
B,  C,  and  D  of  this  Article  n  and  further 
because: 

(1)  Members  of  the  Exchange  and  of 
its  Governing  Committee  and  its  officers 
have  violated  or  been  involved  in  viola¬ 
tions  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder  in 
the  following  instances: 

(a)  Archie  H.  Chevrier  violated  sec¬ 
tion  17(a)  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933 
in  connection  with  representations  made 
in  the  offer  and  sale  of  stock  of  Indus¬ 
trial  Enterprises,  Inc.  in  1961  and  1962. 

(b)  Archie  H.  Chevrier,  as  a  control¬ 
ling  stockholder  in  Industrial  Enter¬ 
prises,  Inc.  in  1961  and  1962  violated 
sections  5(a)  and  5(c)  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  in  offering  to  sell,  selling, 
and  delivering  after  sale  securities  of 
said  company  when  no  registration  state¬ 
ment  had  been  filed  or  was  in  effect  with 
respect  to  such  securities  imder  said  Act. 

(c)  Prank  J.  Carter  and  Arnold  Toews 
violated  section  17(a)  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  in  issuing  in  1957,  false  and 
misleading  information,  containing  ma¬ 
terial  omissions,  to  stockholders  to  pror 
mote  the  sale  of  stock  in  Comstock,  Ltd., 
by  H.  Carroll  &  Co.  and  Archie  H. 
Chevrier. 

(d)  The  Exchange  by  approving  in 
1961  the  listing  of  2,500,000  shares  of 
Apex  Minerals  Corporation  issued  in  con¬ 
nection  with  a  merger  (shareholder  ap¬ 
proval  of  which  merger  was  obtained 
in  violation  of  the  proxy  requirements 
of  section  14(a)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder) 
facilitated  a  distribution  of  such  shares 
to  the  public  without  registration  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  section  5  of  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933. 

(2)  The  Exchange  lent  its  facilities  in 
1957  to  a  planned  distribution  of  the 
stock  of  Wilson  Oil  and  Gas  Company 
to  the  public  in  violation  of  section  5  of 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933  by  certifring 
an  application  on  Form  10  to  ’’ist  such 
securities  shortly  after  an  allegedly  ex¬ 
empt  intrastate  offering  under  section 
3(a)  (11)  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 

(3)  During  the  period  1934  through 
1961  it  was  necessary  for  the  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  section  19(a)  (2)  of  the 
Exchange  Act  to  remove  from  listing  and 
registration  the  securities  listed  in  Ex¬ 
hibit  F*  hereto,  which  is  hereby  incor¬ 
porated  by  reference.  These  27  securities 

^  Filed  as  part  of  orig^lnal  do<nunent. 
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constitute  more  than  one>third  of  the 
72  securities  removed  from  listing  on  all 
exchanges  during  the  same  period. 

(4)  The  Exchange  is  not  properly  or¬ 
ganized  to  discharge  its  responsibilities 
as  a  national  securities  exchange.  No 
Committee  other  than  the  Governing 
Committee  has  performed  any  of  its 
functions  and  the  Exchange  has  only  two 
paid  employees.  The  Exchange  has  re¬ 
tained  no  legal  counsel  for  about  30  years 
and  has  not  had  adequate  legal  advice 
during  this  entire  period. 

(5)  The  Exchange  does  not  have  ade¬ 
quate  listing  or  delisting  standards.  It 
has  not  delisted  securities  which  were 
unsuitable  for  trading,  and  it  has  not 
enforced  its  delisting  rule  upon  com¬ 
panies  that  have  been  delinquent  in  filing 
annual  reports. 

(6)  The  Exchange  does  not  have  ade¬ 
quate  standards  for  listing  additional 
shares  and  in  1962  approved  an  applica¬ 
tion  to  list  additional  shares  of  Industrial 
Enterprises,  Inc.,  without  obtaining  any 
financing  statements  with  respect  to  Ca¬ 
loric  Foods,  Inc.,  a  controlling  interest 
in  which  was  acqmred  by  Industrial  En¬ 
terprises,  Inc.,  for  the  stock  issued. 

(7)  According  to  figures  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1960,  and  1961  (see  Exhibit  C 
hereto) ,  22  or  more  than  half  of  the  42 
companies  listed  on  the  Exchange  are 
substantially  inactive  or  dormant.  Of 
the  remaining  20  active  companies,  16 
have  net  losses. 

(8)  According  to  Exhibit  E  hereto,  20 
of  the  42  listed  companies  have  less  than 
500  stockholders.  In  28  companies  hold¬ 
ings  by  officers,  directors  and  bene¬ 
ficial  owners  of  more  than  10  percent  of 
the  outstanding  stock  are  in  excess  of  20 
percent  of  the  outstanding  stock  and  in 
10  of  these  holdings  by  such  persons 
amount  to  over  50  percent  of  the  out¬ 
standing  stock. 

(9)  In  an  attempt  to  justify  its  con¬ 
tinued  existence  the  Exchange  has  an¬ 
nounced  that  it  intends  to  change  its 
status  from  that  of  a  mining  exchange 
to  one  dealing  in  industrial  companies. 
The  only  way  in  which  this  has,  in  fact, 
been  done  is  by  conveying  dubious  in¬ 
dustrial  assets  to  one  of  the  dormant 
listed  corporations,  and  then  attempting 
to  distribute  and  distributing  substan¬ 
tially  worthless  securities  to  the  invest¬ 
ing  public.  Examples  of  the  foregoing 
are  the  transactions  of  Comstock,  Ltd., 
in  1957  and  of  Industrial  Enterprises, 
Inc.,  in  1962. 

m.  In  view  of  the  allegations  made  by 
the  Division  of  Trading  and  Exchanges, 
the  Commission  deems  it  necessary  and 
appropriate  for  the  protection  of  inves¬ 
tors,  that  public  proceedings  be  instituted 
to  determine: 

(a)  Whether  the  allegations  set  forth 
in  Article  n  hereof  are  true;  and 

(b)  Whether  pursuant  to  .section  19 
(a)(1)  of  the  Exchange  Act,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  for  the  protection  of 
investors  to  withdraw  the  registration  of 
the  Exchange. 

It  is  ordered.  That  a  public  hearing  on 
the  questions  set  forth  in  Article  m  here¬ 
of  be  held  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  fixed, 
and  before  a  hearing  officer  to  be  desig¬ 
nated,  by  further  order  as  provided  by 


Rule  6  of  the  rules  of  practice  of  the 
Commission. 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Exchange  by  personal  service  or  by 
registered  mail  forthwith. 

In  the  absence  of  an  appropriate 
waiyer,  no  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Commission  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  investigative  or  prosecuting  functions 
in  this  or  any  factually  related  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  permitted  to  participate  or 
advise  in  the  decision  upon  this  matter 
except  as  witness  or  counsel  in  proceed¬ 
ings  held  pursuant  to  notice.  Since  this 
proceeding  is  not  “rule  making”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  4(c)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  it  is  not 
deemed  to  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
that  section  delaying  the  effective  date  of 
any  final  Commission  action. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DuBoiS, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-7686;  Piled,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:49  a.in.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  672] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July  30,  1962. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) ,  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  64897.  By  order  of  July 
26,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Gerald  J.  Butler,  doing 
business  as  Lost  Trail  Stages,  Salmon, 
Idaho,  of  Certificate  in  No.  MC  113730 
Sub-l,^issued  January  18,  1962,  to  Jesse 
M.  Fulkerson,  doing  business  as  Lost 
Trail  Stage,  Salmon,  Idaho,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express,  mail,  news¬ 
papers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  between  Salmon,  Idaho  and 
Darby,  Mont.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

No.  MC-FC  65208.  By  order  of  July 
26, 1962,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Ingram  Trucking  Co.,  Inc., 
Ball  Ground,  Georgia,  of  Permits  Nos.  MC 
110804,  MC  110804  Sub-1,  and  MC  110804 
Sub-2,  issued  April  7,  1959,  May  7,  1959, 
and  July  26,  1961,  to  Cecil  L.  Ingram, 
doing  business  as  Ingram  Trucking  Co., 
Ball  Ground,  Georgia,  authorizing  the 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 


monumental,  building,  and  crushed  mar¬ 
ble,  between  Canton,  Marblehill,  Nelson, 
and  Tate,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  complete 
prefabricated  marble  water  closet  stall 
partitions,  from  Nelson,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  Mississippi,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  and  monumental  and  building 
marble,  other  than  crushed  marble,  from 
Marblehill,  Nelson,  and  Tate,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  New  Hampshire  and  Vermont. 
Paul  M.  Daniell,  214  Grant  Building, 
Atlanta  3,  Ga.,  applicants’  attorney. 

No.  MC-FC  65225.  By  order  of  July 
25,  1962,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Emanuel  Winter,  Parks- 
ton.  South  Dakota,  of  Certificate  No.  MC 
104018,  issued  July  31,  1943,  to  N.  K. 
Isaak,  Parkston,  South  Dakota,  author¬ 
izing  the  transportation,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  livestock,  between  Parkston, 
S.  Dak.,  and  points  within  15  miles  of 
Parkston,  except  incorporated  cities  and 
towns,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  feed,  seed,  farm 
machinery  and  implements,  and  parts 
therefor,  and  twine,  from  Sioux  City, 
Iowa,  to  Parkston,  S.  Dak.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  of  Parkston,  except  in¬ 
corporated  cities  and  towns.  Laird 
Rasmussen,  131  North  Main  Avenue, 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  applicants’ 
attorney. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-7638;  Filed,  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:45  ajn.] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

July  31,  1962. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  37852:  Soda  ash  to  Hillsboro 
and  Lincoln,  III.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South, 
Jr.,  Agent  (No.  A4215) ,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  soda  ash  (other  than 
modified  soda  ash),  in  bulk,  in  covered 
hopper  cars,  from  Baton  Rouge  and 
North  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  to  Hillsboro 
and  Lincoln,  Ill. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Barge-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  249  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  452. 

FSA  No.  37853:  Class  and  commodity 
rates  from  and  to  Elliot,  S.C.  Filed  by 
O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  Agent  (No.  A4216) ,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  various 
commodities  moving  on  class  and  com- 
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modity  rates,  in  carloads  and  less-than- 
carloads.  from  and  to  Elliot,  S.C..  on  the 
one  hand,  and  points  in  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  New  station  and 
grouping. 

FSA  No.  37854 :  Empty  returned  alumU 
num  beer  cans  from  and  to  points  in 
IFA  territory.  Filed  by  Illinois  Freight 
Association,  Agent  (No.  181),  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  cans,  alumi¬ 
num,  beer,  in  bags,  in  mixed  carloads 
with  other  empty  containers,  returned, 
the  weight  of  aluminum  beer  cans  not 
to  exceed  1,000  pounds,  between  points 
in  Illinois  Freight  Association  territory, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  southern 
territory,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Short-line  distance 
formula  and  grouping. 

Tariff:  Supplement  10  to  Illinois 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  988. 

FSA  No.  37855:  Vinyl  chloride  to 
Beverly,  N.J.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr., 
Agent  (No.  A4218),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  vinyl  chloride,  with 
or  without  inhibitor,  in  tank-car  loads, 
from  Baton  Rouge  and  North  Baton 
Rouge,  La.,  to  Beverly,  N.J. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  250  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  452 
(Marque  series). 

FSA  No.  37856:  Vermiculite  to  Man- 
ville,  N.J.  Piled  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr., 
Agent  (No.  A4217),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  vermiculite,  broken, 
crushed  or  ground,  dried  or  not  dried, 
not  expanded,  in  carloads,  from  Kearney 
and  Travelers  Rest,  S.C.,  to  Manville, 
N.J. 


Grounds  for  relief :  Modified  short-line 
distance  formula. 

Tariff:  Supplement  51  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  S-126. 

FSA  No.  37857:  Iron  or  steel  ingots 
from  Steelton,  Ky.  Piled  by  O.  W. 
South,  Jr.,  Agent  (No.  A4219),  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rate^on  iron  or  steel 
ingots,  in  carloads,  from  Steelton,  Ky., 
to  Coraopolis,  Ellwood  City,  McKees 
Rocks,  Midland,  Oakmont,  Pittsburgh, 
Pittsburgh  (West  End),  and  Washing¬ 
ton,  Pa. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Truck-barge-rail 
competition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  8  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  S-224. 

FSA  No.  37858:  Sulphuric  acid  from 
East  St.  Louis,  III.,  to  Calvert,  Ky. 
Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  Agent  (No. 
A4221),  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  sulphuric  acid,  in  tank-car 
loads,  from  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  to  Calvert, 
Ky. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Barge-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff :  Supplement  35  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  S-162. 

FSA  No.  37859:  Sand  to  points  in 
Kansas.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr., 
Agent  (No.  A4220),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  sand,  as  described  in 
the  application,  in  carloads,  from  Cam¬ 
den,  Bruceton,  Hollow  Rock,  Lipe, 
Sawyers  Mill  and  Lexington,  Tenn.,  also 
Tishomingo,  Miss.,  to  specified  points  in 
Kansas. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Short-line  distance 
formula  and  grouping. 

Tariff:  Supplement  49  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  1634. 

FSA  No.  37860 :  Empty  returned  alumi¬ 
num  beer  cans  between  points  in  IFA 


territory.  Filed  by  Illinois  Freight  As¬ 
sociation,  Agent  (No.  179) ,  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  cans,  aluminum, 
beer,  in  bags,  in  mixed  carloads  with 
other  empty  containers,  returned,  the 
weight  of  aluminum  beer  cans'  not  to 
exceed  1,000  pounds,  between  points  in 
Illinois  Freight  Association  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Short-line  distance 
formula  and  grouping. 

FSA  No.  37861:  Scrap  iron  or  steel 
from  Louisville.  Ky.,  to  Ironton,  Ohio. 
Filed  by  Traffic  Executive  Association- 
Eastern  Railroads,  Agent  (E.R.  No«2626) . 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
scrap  or  pieces  of  iron  and  steel,  having 
value  for  remelting  purposes  only,  in 
carloads,  from  Louisville,  Ky.,  to  Iron- 
ton,  Ohio. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion.  ‘ 

Tariff:  Supplement  7  to  Chesapeake 
and  Ohio  Railway  Company  tariff  I.C.C. 
13824. 

FSA  No.  37862:  Dense  soda  ash  to 
Oklahoma  points  and  Fort  Smith,  Ark. 
Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau, 
Agent  (No.  B-8242),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  dense  soda  ash,  in 
bulk,  or  in  bulk  in  bags,  barrels,  boxes  or 
pails,  in  carloads,  from  specified  points  in 
Michigan,  New  York,  also  Saltville,  Va., 
to  specified  points  in  Oklahoma,  also 
Fort  Smith,  Ark. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Carrier  competi¬ 
tion. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-7688;  Piled.  Aug.  2,  1962; 

8:49  a.m.] 
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